ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 82611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 
NOV 08 1974 


J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Case No 2 


v8. 


TOM TURNER, aka JOE CARL 
ADAMS, aka RICHARD DENNIS, 
JR., and CAROL SEAULDING, 


COMPLAINT - Criminal 


Defendants, 


Ga ewww wow — — — 


* 
H 


On this 8th day of November, 1974, personally appeared before 
me, Derold E, Lynskey, Sheriff of Valley County, Idaho, who, being 
first duly sworn upon oath, complains and says: 

That the above named defendants, Tom Turner, aka Joe Carl Adams, 
aka Richard Dennis, Jr., and Carol Spaulding, have committed two 
separate crimes which are similar in character or based upon the 
same acts or transactions as follows: 

COUNT I 

That the crime of MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, in violation of 
Sections 18-4001 and 18-4003, Idaho Code, has been committed by said 
defendants, Tom Turner, aka Joe Cari Adams, aka Richard Dennis, Jr., 
and Carol Spaulding as follows: 

That the said defendants, Tom Turner, aka Joe Carl Adams, aka 

Richard Dennis, Jr., and Carol Spaulding, on or about the 2 

day of November, 1974, at and in the County of Valley, State 

of Idaho, then and there being, did then and there knowingly, 

wilfully, unlawfully, intentionally, feloniously and deliber- 

ately with premeditation and malice aforethought and the intent 


then and there had to kill and murder one Edward Thomas Arnold 
with a certain High Standard 22 Caliber Automatic pistol bearing 


Serial No. 366934, then and there held in the said de- 
fendants* hands, and then and there loaded, did then and 
there wilfully, unlawfully, knowingly, intentionally, 
feloniously and of their own deliberate and premedi tated 
malice aforethought with intent to kill and murder the 
said Edward Thowas Arnold, a human being, as aforesaid, 
aim , shoot and discharge the said loaded pistol so that 
the said Edward Thomas Arnold was struck in the head by 
the buliet from the said pistol shot and discharged at him 
by said Tom Turner, aka Joe Carl Adams, aka Richard Dennis 
Jr., and Carol Spaulding, mortally wounding said Edward 
Thomas Arnold from which mortal wound he sickened and died 
at Valley County, Idaho, on the 4/7 day of November, 1974, 


all of which is contrary to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided and against the peace and dignity of the State 
of Idaho. 
COUNT II 
That the crime of MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, in violation of 
Sections 18-4001 and 18-4002, Idaho Code, has been committed by 


said defendants, Tom Turner, aka Joe Carl Adams, aka Richard Dennis 


Jr., and Carol Spaulding, as foliows: 


That the said defendants, Tom Turner, aka Joe Carl Adams, 
&ka Richard Dennis, Jr., and Carol Spaulding, on or about 
the „ C day of November, 1974, at and in the County of 
Valley, State of Idaho, then and there being, did then 

and there knowingly, wilfully, unlawfully, intentionally 
feloniously and deliberately with premeditation and malice 
aforethought and re intent then and there had to kill and 
murder one cer*ain human being whose identity is unknown, 
with a certai High Standard 22 Caliber Automatic pistcl 
bearing Seri, 1 No. 366934, then and there held in the said 
defendants' hands, and then and there loaded, did then and 
there wilfully, unlawfully, knowingly, intentionally, felon- 
iously and of their own deliberate and premeditated malice 
aforetbought with intent to kill and murder the said un- 
identified human being, as aforesaid, aim, shoot and dis- 
charge the said loaded pistol so that the said unidentified 
human being was struck in the head by three bullets from the 
said pistol shot and discharged at him by said Tom Turner, 
aka Joe Carl Adans, aka Richard Dennis, Jr., and Carol 
Spaulding, mortaily wounding said unidentified human being 
from which mortal wound he sickened and died at Valley 
County, Idaho, on the E day of November, 1974, 


all of which is contrary to the form of the statute in such case 
made and provided and against the peace and dignity of the State 
of Idaho, 

WHEREFORE, complainant prays that a warrant be issued for the 


arrest of the said defendants, Tom Turner, aka Joe Car «jams, aka 


Richard Dennis, Jr., and Carol Spaulding, and for proceedings 


thereafter according to law. 


ng 


pte e “ZB 
Sheriff of Valley County, Idaho 


SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 8th day of November, 1974, 


AOBEL.T H. REMAKLUS 
P. O., Box 759 
Cascade, idaho 83611 AR 1074 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 ` 

3. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 


EROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Deputy 


VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO py LU T 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


IHE STATE OF IDAHO 
Platt 


TOK TURNER, aka JOE CARL ADAMS, aka WARRANT OF ARREST 


RICHARD DENNIS, JR., and CAROL 
SPRUL DING Defendant 8 


TO ANY SHERIFF. CONSTABLE MARSHAL OR POLICEMAN IN THE SEA E OE IDAHO 


A COMPLAINT UPON OATH Having been thus day laid be! Derold E, Lynskey, Sheriff 


of Valley County, Idaho stating the crime ol 
degree, in violations of Sections 18-4001 and 18-4003, Idaho Code, 


two murders in the first 


u ons d M gus s 
Tom Turner, aka Joe Carl Adams, aka hichz.- is, Jr., 
mimitted. and accusing and Carol »paulding thereat. the abov med detendan tM 
YOUR ARE THEREFORE. COMMANDED Lo mimedistels arrest i aid detendan® named above 
and brug then before me at my office in said County of Valley or in case of my absence or 
inability. to act before the nearest or most accessibl agistrat Valley Coi 
8th November 74 
DATED This day ot ) 
EY 
M erved 
Day ume only / J 2. 
Daytime or nighttime ‘ / / Cee 
Bond Mowe i a eie es : 
, ) D 


RETURN OF SERVICE 


| HEREBY CERTI Y I l 
nig TAE ( i $ 


ROBERT H. REMAKLU LE 
P. O: Box 759 «ue. l 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone )8) 382-4270 e E 
3 Goo tte, OQ. bik S n D 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY Fied — AM. Q PM. 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


NUV OY 1974 


J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
By WU OG 2E Deputy 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDZHC, 
Plaintiff, Case No. 862 


Bs MOTION AND ORDER FOR 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, CONFINEMENT IN ADA COUNTY JAIL 


Defendant. 


* — — e SS SS e 


* 
* 


COMES NOW, Derold E. Lynskey, Sheriff of Valley County, Idaho, 
and moves this Honorable Court for an order confining the above 
named defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, in the Ada County, Idaho, Jail 
pending final determination of this action upon the ground and for 
the reason that it is for the safety and to the best interests of 
such defendant; 

That such Sheriff is possessed of certain information which 
leads him to believe that an attempt may be made upon the life of 
such defendant by third persons, thereby endangering the lives and 
well being of the general public, and specifically Courthouse employ- 
ees of Valley County, Idaho, and the Sheriff's Department; 

WHEREFORE, such Sheriff prays that such an order be made and 
that such order shall provide for transportation of said defendant 
between the Ada County Jail and the Valley County Courthouse as re- 


quired in the prosecution of this action. 


DATED this 9th day of November, 1974. 


— d 


ZA, Bes fe 


Sheriff [3 H ounty, Idaho 
ey Y 


ORDER 

Upon reading and filing the foregoing Motion and jood cause 
appearing therefor, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above named defendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, shall be confined in the Ada County, Idaho, jail 
during the pendancy of this action and that the Sheriff of Valley 
County, Idaho, is hereby ordered to transport such defendant be- 
tween the Ada County Jail and the Valley County Courthouse at 
such times as may be directed by the Court for proper prosecution 
of this action. 


DATED this 9th day of November, 1974. 


E A 


ub LUE 


Magistrate 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


HON. FRANK T. ELAM FALL TERM 
JUDGE 
— amber_8, 1974 .. — 
DATE 


COURT MINUTES 


TP" STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
No. 862 


-vs- 


TOM TURNER ada JOE CARL ADAMS 
ada RICHARD ENNIS JR. ak. 


THOMAS EUGENE. .CREECH.A& .CAROL. eege 
SPAULDING, Defendants. Tape No. 153 
Ind. No. 000-044 


Appearances: 
R. H. Remaklus Prosecuting Attorney 
Ward Hower Counsel for the Defendants 


Court appointed Ward Hower to represent the Defendant's. 


Court ordered that the complaint be amended to read aka Thomas 
Eugene Creech. 


Upon recommendation of the Prosecuting Attorney, clerk read 
the complaint in its entirity. 


Court advised the De*endant's of their rights, the charges, 
and podIsible penalties. 


Court continued the matter on Thomas Eugene Creech until November 12, 
1974 at 10:00 o'clock A. M. 


Court denied bail on the Defendant's. 

Upon recommendation of the Prosecuting Attorney, court ordered 
that Carol Spaulding be proceeded as a juveniie under the Youth 
Rehabilitation Act. 


Counsel for the Defendant makes a motion for dismissal on Carol 
Spaulding on the criminal charges. 


Court takes mftion under advisment. 


Reporter: S. Sparks APPROVED P. — 


Clerk: IRC Ass 1 dëi £ ( ec? 
Dated: 


-8-74 " JUDGE 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. C. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Telephone (208) 382-4270 Case Ne, — `. Imt ha, 
rg. AN, ii PM. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 


VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 
NOV 12 1974 


J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
a Y.1b Deputy 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) Cr. No. 862 
vs. ) 
) 
C ; ORDER OF TRANSMITTAL OF 
ADAMS, aka RICHARD DENNIS, ) RECORD 
JR., ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
* * * 


WHEREAS, the defendant in the above entitled action was charged 
with two counts of murder in the first degree under Sections 18-4001 
and 18-4003, Idaho Code, on a complaint Signed by Derold E. Lynskey, 
Sheriff of Valley County, Idaho, filed in the Court; and 

WHEREAS, the defendant was informed of the nature of these 
offenses and of his rights, including his right to counsel and the 
defendant stating that he wished counsel, and the Court having deter- 
mined that the defendant was indigent, the Court appointed Ward Hower 
of Cascade, County of Valley, State of Idaho, to represent him in 
this matter: and 


WHEREAS, the defendant appeared before this Court with his attor- 


ney on the 12th day of November, 1974, and waived his right *o a prelim- 
inary hearing, and the Court Sitting as a committing Magistrate, found 
that the said offenses herein set forth had been committed in Valley 
County, Idaho, as charged and that there was probable cause to believe 
that said defencant, Thomas Eugene Creech, is guilty t committing 


said offenses. 
NOW, THEREFORE, ÍT IS HEREBY ORDERED by 1e Court that the said 


defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, be, and ne i: hereby bound over tc the 


, 


District Court of the Fourth Judicial District cf the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Valley, to answer to two counts 
of murder in the first degree, under Sections 18-4001 and 18-4003, 
Idaho Code, on a complaint signed by Derold E. Lynskey, Sheriff of 
Valley County, Idaho, filed in this Court; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant be remanded to the 
custody of the Sheriff of Valley County, Idaho, without bail. 


DATED this 12th day of November, 1974. 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


HON, FRANK T, ELAM ——  — — FALL. — TERM 


JUDGE 


COURT MINUTES 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 
vs ) 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH aka TOM ) No. __ 862 č 
TURNER aka RICHARD DENNIS JR. ) 
aka CARL ADAMS, ) 
Defendant. ) 
Tape No. 153 
Ind. No. 044-056 
Appearances: 
R. H. Remaklus Prosecuting Attorney 
Ward Hower Counsel for the Defendant 


Defendant waived the right to a preliminary hearing. 


Court bound the Defendant over to Histrict Court and set matter 
for next motion day on December 4, 1974 at 2:00 o'clock P.M. 


Reporter: S. Sparks 
Clerk: JuC//ss 
Dated: 1112.24 


ROBERT H, RR El. Us 

P. 9, Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 8361i 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY " P 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO Ces No. C.. . 
F . Sg pt. 


DEC 04 1977 


J. Wo CRUTCHER, CLER. 
By; x. i D terk Deputy, 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 


Case N 2/62 
D se No. 2 


THOMAS EUGEWE CREECH, aka 
TOM TURNER, aka JOE CARL 
ADAMS, aka RICHARD DENNIS, 
JR., 


INFORMATION 


Defendant, 


8982 — — — — A — 


H 


* 

ROBERT H. REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County 
of .alley, State of Idaho, who, in the name and by the authority of 
said State, prosecutes in it's behalf, in proper person comes row 
into said District Court of the County of Valley, and gives the 
Court to understand and be informed that Thomas Eugene Creech is 
accused by this Information o£ two counts of Murder in the First 
Degree, upon which charges the said Thomas Eugene Creech, ving 
been duly brought before a Magistrate on the 12th day of Ncvember, 
1974, and upon waiving the prelimir^ry examination upon such charges, 
was by said Magistrate thereupon hela to answer to the District Court 
of the Fourth Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for the 
County of Valley, to s^id charges, which said crimes were committed 
as follows, to-wit: 

COUNT I 

That the crime of MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE, in violation of 

Sections 18-4001 and 18-4003, Idaho Code, has been committed by said 


defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, aka rner, aka Joe Carl Adams, 


ichari 2nnis, Ir us follows: 


Bos cae said defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, on or about the 
sth Gey of Movember, 1974, at and in the County of Valley, 

S cate of ideho, then and there being, did then and there know- 
"GAN, vil fully, unlawfuly, intentionally, feloniously and 
delibzrztely with premeditation and malice aforethought and 

the intent then and there had to kill and murder one Edwerd 
fromzs Arnold with a certain High Standard 22 Caliber Automatic 
os col bearing Serial io. 366934, then and there held in his, 
-h? seid defendant's hand, and then and there loaded, did then 
aad there wilfully, unlawfully, knowingly, intentionally, felon- 
iovsiy -nd of his own deliberate and premeditated malice afore- 
^hought with intent to kill and murder the said Edward Thomas 
nold, a human being, as aforesaid, aim, shoot, and discharge 
-he said loaded pistol su that the said Edward Thomas Arnold 

as struck in the head by the bullet from the said pistol shot 
nd discharged at him by said Thomas Eugene Creech, wortally 
‘ounding said Edward chonas Arnold from which mortal wound he 
ickened and died at "alley County, Idaho, on the 4tn day cf 
November, 1974, 


all of which is contrary o th- form of the statute in such case 


made and provid nd gains cnc peace and dignity of the State 
of Idahc 
COUNT IZ 
That the crin of ..JRDER iN THF Firs? DEGREE, in violation of 
Sections 18-4001 and 18-4003, idaho Code, has been committed by ` 
said defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, ike "on Turner, aka Joe Cari 
Adams, aka Richard Dennis, Jr., as follo-s: 


That the said defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, on or about the 
4th day of November, 1974, at and in the County of Valley, 

State of Idaho, then and there being, did then and there know- 
*ngly, wilfully, unlawfully, intentionally, feloniously and 
deliberately with premeditation and malice aforethought and 

the intent then and there had to kill and murder one John Wayne 
Bradford with a certain High 3tandard 22 Caliber Automatic 
Pistoi bearing Serial No. 366934, then and there held in his, 
the said defendant's hand, and then and there loaded, did then 
and there wilfully, unlawfully, knowingly, intentionally, felon- 
iously and of his own deliberate and premeditated malice afore- 
thought with intent to kill and murder the said John Wayne 
Bradford, a human being, as aforesaid, aim, shoot and discharge 
the said loaded pistol sco that the said John Wayne Bradford 

was struck in the head by three bullets from the said pistol 
shot and discharged at him by said Thomas Eugene Creech, mortally 
wounding said John Wayne Bradford, from which mortal wound he 
sickened and died at Vallev County, Idaho, on the 4th day of 
November, 1974, 


al. oe hich is contrarv o the form cf :he statute in such case 


m d. ood provided d egsinsloihe peace and dignity of the State 


SoA —— 
Robert H. Remakius 
Prosecuting Attorney 


‘alley County, State of Idaho 


Names of witnesses known to Robert H. Remaklus, Valley County 
Prosecuting Attorney, at the time of filing of this Information: 


Derold E, Lynskey 
Martin J, Maxwell 
Wesley L, Woodall 
Gene Hawker 

Burton Welker 

E. F. Bladow 

Carl Tercek 

Lester Kelley 

Ted Nelson 

Steven Rivers 

James Marsh 
Richard Gillilan 
Carol Spaulding 
Kathy Spaulding 
Martha Spaulding 
William Schreiber 
Larry Ford 
Gretchen Carney 
Bill Hill 

George M, Menzik 
Johnnie I, Hill 

Roy Lynn Hull 

Bud Mason 

Clayton Anderson 
Chuck Peugh 

Merton Logue 

Chuck Palmer 

Jim Hass 

Lawrerce Herrick 
Dr. Delbert E, Scott 
Dr. J. H, Treleaven 
Dr. Wesley Weissert 
Dr. francis Sessions 
Dr, John T, Clymer 
Dr. Edward Colbach 
Dr. John F, Moser 
Dr. Guy Parvaresh 
Eugene Booth 

George Sinclair, Jr. 
Loring Beals 

Mr, Ford, F. B. 1. Agent, Washington, De C. 


VARD HOWER, Lewy 


Cascade, Idaho 83611 


-d 
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UEC 04 1974 


J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
A 
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ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


gaz 2) £5 3 
Pied. AN, Z Zh PM. 


UEC 0 4 1974 


J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
e uc ads 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


* 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTy OF VALLEY 


Case No. 2165 


ORDER 


ewww — — wr 


c 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, 


be remanded to the custody of 


the Sheriff of Ada County, Idaho, to 


be by him beld in the Ada County, Idaho, Jail pending further order 


of tnis Court. 


DATED this 4th day of December, 1974. 


d / i ei 


rit? 2 eH 
j d District Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


* * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 
CRIMINAL NO.2165 
vs. 
ORDER 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


c, 


Defendant, 


n S S S S gl gll el 


* 


* * * ko * * * * 


The Defendant in this action having filed his written 


| Notice of his intention to rely on the defense of mental disease 


or defect, excluding responsibility for the offense charged: 
iT IS HEREBY ORDERZD, pursuant to the provisions of 


| Section 18-211, Idaho Code, that Dr. Michael E. Estes, a duly 


jualified psychiatrist, be and he hereby is appointed to 
examine and report upon the mental condition of the Defendant. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED That the Sheriff of Ada County, 


Idaho, custodian of the Defendant, shall cause the Defendant to 


| be taken to the office of Dr. Estes on December 12, 1974, at 
| 11:00 A.M. for purposes of such examination, and such other 


, times as desired by Dr. Estes. 


The Defendant shall also be afforded psycological testing 
at the descretion ot Dr. Estes, for use in the evaluation. 

In such examination any method may be employed which is 
accepted by the medical profession for the examination of those 
alleged tó be suffer'ng from mental disease or defect. 

The report of the examination shall include the following: 

(1) A Description of the nature of the examination; 

(2) A diagnosis of the mental condition of the Defendant; 


ste 
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(3) If the Defendant suffers from a mental disease or 


defect, an opinion as to his capacity to understand the pro- 
ceedings against him and to assist in his own defense; 

(4) An opinion as to the extent, if any, to which the 
capacity of the Defendant to appreciate the wrongfullness of 
his conduct or to conform his conduct to the requirements of 


the law was impaired at the time of the crimina! conduct charged; 


If the examination cannot be conducted by reason or the 


unwillingness of the Defendant to participate therein, the 
report shall so state and shall include, it possible, an opinion 
as to whether such unwillingness of the Defendant was the result 
of mental disease or defect. 

| The Report of the examination shall be filed in triplicat 
with the Clerk of the Court, who shall cause copies to be del- 


| dvered to the Prosecuting Attorney and to Counsel for the 
| Defendant. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That the Sheriff of Ada County, 
Idaho, cooperate with the said Dr. Estes in making the Defendant 
available for such pination or examinations. 
Dated this o. day of December, 1974. 
| 
| 


m, m 
. IN THE DISTRICT COURTOF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT CF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY 0€ KUR VALLEY 


HON. ALFRED C. HAGAN SEPTEMBER 
— — e . DEE 
DISTRICT JUDGE 


Term 19... 74 


December 4, 1974 
Date 


COURT MiNUTES 
The State of Idaho, ) 


Plaintiff - Cr, No. 2165 — 


) 
vs ) 
Thomas Eugene Creech ; 


Defendant - 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE. 


Appearances: 


Counsel for State 
R. H. Remaklus 


Ward Hower Counsel for Defendant (8) 


Defendant in custody. 


Information and papers filed. Time set for initial arraignment. 


LET The Court informed the Defendant(s) of the charge filed against 
Rn eing a fclony and of the possible penalties which could 
e imposed. 


The Court advised the Defendant(s) of N right to Counsel et 
public expense in all proceedings in this Court. 


Right to Counsel waived by Defendant(s) 


L^ Public Defender appointed to represent Defendant(s) 


Mr. appearing as own 
Counsel of Record for Defendant (s) 


d The Court advised the Defendant(s) of 2. right to Appeal from 
any Judgment entered, to be represented by Counsel ín said Appeal 
and payment of Costs incurred in aid Appeal at public expense and 
of the Appeal time being thirty (30) days. 


True copy of the Information furnished to the Defendant(s) and 
E Counsel. 


"i o 
LE True name(s) s for Defendant(s —— teg Caah 
Alias mip) . pM ry ry ) 


Defendant(s) corrected name is es er 00 


— . ee 


— — 


(Continued on Page 2) 


Formal reading of the Information waived by Defendant(s). 


l pon the Direction of the Court, the Clerk read the 
Information to the Defendant(s). 


C fre Court advised the Defendant(s) of the different pleas A 
could enter to the charge(s) set forth in the Information and 
of the statutory time, not less than one day, could take 
before entering N plea 0. 


L^ Upon the request of the Defendant(s) 
the Court MIN 3 € matter for entry of plea(s) to 


30 P.M., " 


Statutory t waived by Defendant(s) 
In answer to the Court, Defendant(s) 
entered a plea of "iot Guilty". 


There betag no objection by Deferidant(s), the Court set 
mis case for trial before the Court and a Jury at 9:00 


| 


— — 


In answer to the Court, Defendant(s) 


entered a plea of "Guilty". 
e endant(s) sworn and examined `s 


^. @ witness in own behalf and for Information of the Court. 
The Court accepted the Defendant(s) 
plea of "Guilty". 
The Court set aside Defendant(s) 
plea of "Guilty" and directed the Cierk to enter a plea 


of "Not Guilty" on behalf of Defendant(s) 
Notice of Int to Rely on the Defense of Mental Disease or Defect 
Excluding Res bility. Appointment of psychiatrist re evalution of 
the Defendant taken under advisement. 


~ Statements by Counsel. pre-sentence requested. 


The Court ordered a Pre-sentence report and continued this matter 
to 3:30 P.M., for said report. 


. remanded to the custody of the Sheriff of Ada County. 


— 


Defendant continued on Bond. 


——— Defendant continued on own recognizance. 


Reporter: ele Bartlett Apprgxed by: A 

Clerk: / | / 

Dated: December 4, 1974 Pha ES 
Page 2 


Case No.2165 State vs. Creech 


= — 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN ANO FOR THE COUNTY OF AWA VALLEY 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI — — — JANUARY Term 19 75 
District Judge 


January 8, 1975 


Date 
COURT MINUTES 
The State of Idaho ; 
) 
Plaintiff - ) No. . V.C. CR 2165 
vs ) 
) 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 


MURDER IN THE FIKST DEGREE (I.C. 18-4001 and 18-8003) Felony 


Appearances: 


Robert H. Remaklus Counsel for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Ward Hower Counsel for Defendant 


Public Defender 
Defendant present and appearing ín custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


10:00 a.m., Counsel and defendént 5 to further arraignment being held 
in Ada County and there was no objection to change of time from 3:30 p.m., 
this date. s 
This case continued to this date for entry of plea. 


In answer to the Court, defendant entered a plea of ‘not guilty’ to CTI 
and CT II. 


Pyschiatric report not completed. 

Defendant waived right tc speedy trial. 

There being no objection by the defendant, the Court set this case for 
trial before the COURT AND A JURY AT 10:00 A.M., MAY 20, 1975 for four (4) 
days in Valley County. 


All preliminary motions to be filed by April 30, 1975 and hearing on said 
motion to be heard at 2:00 p.m., May 7, 1975 in Valley C o. 


No objections defendant was remanded to the custody of Ada County Sheriff or 
upon order of the Court. 


gebot tet: Zehn Gambee — — — Approved by: 
T 7 
Dated: January 8, 1975 


“District Judge 
c b g 


^ ~ ; 


! 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE yi 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF 340K VALLEY 


— 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI SEPTEMBER en 19 74 
District Judge 
January 8, 1975 
Date 
COURT MINUTES 
) . 
The State of Idaho ) Fiod AN 0 PM, 
) 
e£ Plaintiff - ) No. V.C. 2165 MAR 5 1975 
) 
Thomas Eugene Creech ) J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
By—— — — . Deputy 


Defendant - 


(MURDER IN IHE FIRST DEGREE (I.C 18-4001) and 18-4003) fo omg __ 


Robert H. Remaklus r 
Prosecu ing Attorney Counsel for State 


Ward Hower Counsel for Defendant 
Public Defender 


There being no objection by defendant, the Court set this cass for 
trial before the COURT AND A JURY AT 10:00 a.m., MAY 20. 1975 for four 


(4) days in Valley County. 


8 1$ YOUR MOTICE 
ce: above counsel THIS 13 15.7 : 


OF Ii I 


Reporter: John Gambee — — &— — ^  — ,bproved by: 
Clerk: E p — 
Dated: January 8, 1976 


Sg District Judge 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


NANA NANAI NANANA S Sa 


* * * * * * 


APPEARA 


Case No. Cr. 2165 


ORDER 


For the Plaintiff: 


For the Defendant: 


Cascade, Idaho 83611 


WARD HOWER, Esq. 
Attorney At Law 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


"5 S N N S N 


——U— —  — — 


| The Court having received the report of Dr. Michael E. 
| Estes in the above-entitled matter, It is hereby Ordered with 
| respect to said report: 

| l. That the report be filed by the Clerk and 

| 


| copies delivered to the Prosecuting Attorney for Valley County 


7 and to Counsel for the defendant. 


| 2. That the Clerk seal the file copy and not 

| open the same except upon further order of the Court and 

| that no one release the report or divulge the contents of the 
| report to any person except upon further order of the Court. 


Dated this 4th day of March, 1975. 


ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SERVICE 


I hereby acknowledge the receipt of the foregoing 
Order of the District Court, and t ẹ copy of the report of 
Dr. Estes this _5 1h day of iach, 1975. 


«€ o -3 O0 o c to — 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE Cr OF VALLEY 
— —— 


AR. Zeg 
MAR 1 4 i375 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) Ss 
Plaintiff,) 
- : 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ORDER 
Defendant.) 


* * * * * * * 


For the Plaintiff: Robert H. Remaklus, Esq. 
wn Attorney 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 33611 


For the Defendant: Ward Hower, Esq. 
Attorney At Law 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


* o0 A e Cc 4 Go P ra 


Fei 
e 


SS € S RS SR ERR RS SS Gs SS SE SG 


It appearing that it is necessary and appropriate that 
the contents of the report of Dr. Michael E. Estes be revealed 
to the defendant in this matter and that the order of the 
Court sealing such report be modified for this purpose: 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that Ward Hower, Counsel for 
defendant, may allow the defendant to read the report and 
discuss the contents with him, without allowing the defendant 
to retain a copy of the report and with the proviso that the 
defendant not divulge the contents of the report to any 
person without the further ordei of the court. 

Dated this 14th day of March, 1975. 


WARD HOWER, Lawyer 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Telephone: 582-4250 


Cote No, TL Né 22. 
Filed __ AM. $14 € PM. 


APR 4 1975 
J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
By. EL 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CRIMINAL ACTION #2165 


Plaintiff, 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
DISCOVERY, and 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, | ORDER 


Defendant. ) 
eee u n ll „ „ 


VS. 


PURSUANT TO I. C. R. 16, the defe-dant moves the Court for its 
ORDER in the form which follows. 


ORDER 


UPON RECEIVING AND FILING the foregoing MOTION FOR DISCOVERY, and 
good cause appearing therefore, it is hereby 


ORDERED that the prosecuting attorney will furnish to Ward Hower. 
counsel for the defendant, on or before April 18, 1975, the 
following materials in writing: 


l. The full text of any relevant written or recorded statement 
made by the defendant which is within the possession, custody, or 
control of the State, the existence of which is known or is avail- 
able to the prosecuting attorney by the exercise of due diligence, 
and also the substance of any oral statement made by the defendant 
whether before or after arrest, to a peace officer, prosecuting 
attorney or his agent; 

2. Such copy of the defendant's prior criminal record, if 
any, as is available to the prosecuting attorney; 

3. A listing of each document, photograph and other tangible 
object which is in the possession, custody or contrci of the 
prosecuting attorney and which m y be materia! o the preparation 
of the defense, or is intended fur use by ine prosecutor as evidence 
at the trial, or which was obtained frum or belongs to the defendant, 
together with an indication ef a ..me and place at which counsel for 
the defendant will be pern ttz to inspect ana photograph each such 


object. 


4. A copy of any report of the result cf a physical or mental 
examination(which has not been filed in this cause) or of scientific 
tests or experiments, made in connection with this case, within 
the possession, custody or control of the prosecuting attorney, 
or the existence of which is known or is available to him by the 
exercise of due diligence. 


DATED this 2nd day of April, 1975. 


rict Judge 


KE —— SS Reg om, Sg O 


0 Case No. ee | 
Filed — ^ AM. . PM. | 

ROBERT H. REMAKLUS | 

P. O. Box 7:9 j 

| Cascade, Idaho 83611 APR 16 1975 | 
| Telephone (208) 382-4270 | 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY J. W, CRUTCHER, CLERK | 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO By luso | 

| 


| IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
| OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


| 
| THE STATE OF IDAHO. 


gg CASE NO. 2165 i 


| vs. SUBPOENA—Crimival 
H THOMAS EUGENE CREECH f 
i Defendant. 


| THE STATE OF IDAHO | 


To RICHARD GILLIUM  — 


l YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 
u of the 4% Judicial District, in and for the County ot... Valley ` `. at the court 
li | 
i room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County. onthe 200 1 — i| 
i | 
l day of May, 1975, at 10:00 . o'clock A. M.. as a witness in a criminal action i 
| prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Ž nm V 
i lj 
$ i 
Given under my hand this 10 day of April „1 78. | 
| . 
Clerk H 
l By pv, A S il 
\| — Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, 

| ss. 
| County of... j 
M 1 HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 2 
H Pe | d H / 2 Us; 
i} day of It, 19-9 on AC Maree! ă Gillin ss 

being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of Ade . by showing the 
| original to Alim - ise ha wel Gi Ar (422 said witness personally, 

and informing der rn of the contents thereof. 

Dated ADI Lt 194s 
A $ Zeta a JA PP e nl | 
Serviccſte H S | 


Mileage ...... 5 3 - k jet, a Skep — 


oe 


Robert H. Remaklus mn, tae oe 
P.O.Box 759 o — 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone (208) 382-4270 APR 1 8 1975 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY CLERK 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO J. W/CRUT 1 ff - 
By, 8 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
vi STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAFO 

2 , Criminal No. 2165 

Plaintiff, STATE"S RESPONSE TO COURT 
ORDER 


) 

) 

) 

) 

vs. ) 
) 

iHOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
) 

) 


Defendant. 
+*+ * 


Pursuant to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and Order 
thereon dated April 2, 1975, the following information has 
been furnished on this date to Ward Hower, Public Defender, 
Attorney for the defendant Thomas Eugene Creech, to-wit: 

I STATEMENTS. 


1. Voluntary statement of Tom Creech, dated November 8, 
1974, hand written together with type written transcript 
thereof. 


2. Interview-F.LaMarr Heyrend and Thomas Creech dated 
December 12, 1974. 


2. Statement of William S. Hill, Glenns Ferry, Idaho Police 
Department, dated November 8, 1974. f 


4. Statement of George M, Menzek, Glenns Ferry, Idaho Police 
Department, dated November 8, 1974. 


5. Statement of Valley County Deputy Sheriff Martin J. 
Maxwell, dated November 5, 1974. 


6. Transcript of taped statement made March 7, 1975, by 
the defendant to Ken Matthews and Ada County Sherirf 
Chuck Palmer at the Ada County jail, Boise, Idaho, 
together with letter, dated April 16, 1975 from 
Mr. Matthews. 


7. Portland, Oregon detectives Carl Tercek and Emil Bladow 
will testify to a conversation with the defendant at 
the Valley County jail at Cascede, Idaho in the presenve 
of Ward Hower, Public Defender at which time a tape 
recording was made, which tape recording is in possession 
of such detectives at Portland, Oregon, and the contents 
of which are well known to Mr. Hower. 


8. Ada County, Idaho Sheriff Chuck Palmer and State Investigators 


A.R. Mason and Wesly Woodall, will testify to various 
conservations with the defendant wherein the defendant 


freely admitted killing Edward Thomas Arnold and 
John Wayne Bradford and various other persons. 


II PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD 
NCIC - Criminal History Summary 


Transcr of record / Bureau of Criminal Identification 
and Inve gation, London, Ohio, with finger prints and 
certificate dated April 15, 1975. 


Arrest record dated August 9, 1967, June 25, 1968 and 
December 2, 1965, Fairfield, Ohio. 


Letter dated November 13, 1974 from Adult Parole 
Authority, Columbus, Ohio, with warrant of arrest 
attached. 


III EXHIBITS 


Sketch of death scene prepared by Valley County Deputy 
Sheriff Martin J. Maxwell. 


Valley County Sheriff's communication log sheets dated 
November 5th and November 6th 1974. 


Report of FBI lab dated December 2, 1974, setting forth 
objects to be introduced into evidence, all of which 
objects are in possession of the Sheriff of Valley 
County Idaho, at the Valley County Court House, Cascade, 
Idaho, which items may be inspected and photographed by 
counsel for defendant at the Valley County Court House 
at 3:00 P.M. Friday April 18, 1975 or at such other 
time that may be convenient to defense counsel. 


1955 Buick automobile, VIN-78 4066 337, in possession of 
the Valley County, Idaho Sheriff which may be inspected 
and photographed by counsel for defendant at the Valley 
County fairgrounds, at 3:00 P.M. Friday April 18, 1975 
or at such other time that may be convenient to defense 
counsel, 


(a) One large black purse 

(b) Documents identifying Thomas Creech 

{c) A letter to Joyce from Wayne 

(d) Identifying documents of Joseph Carl Adams 

(e) One blanket and one sleeping bag which bodies 
were covered with 

(f) One large sixteen inch piece of asphalt 

(g) Six foot long board 

(h) Box of .22 caliber shells 

(i) Blades of grass, blood covered from death scene 

(j) Photographs of death scene taken by Brion Miller, 
Valley county, Idaho Deputy Sheriff. 

(k) Photographs of death scene taken by Valley County, 
Idaho Deputy Sheriff Martin J. Maxwell. 

(1) Photographs taken by A.R.Mason, Investigator State 
Department of Law Fnforcement and photographs taken 
by Gerry Fletcher, State Department of Law Enforcement, 
all of which were exhibited to defense counsel April 
10th 1975. 


The foregoing objects may be inspected and photographed 
by ccunsei for defendant at the Valley County Court 
House at 3:00 P.M. Friday April 18, i975 or at such 
other time that may be convenient to the defense counsel. 


IV REPORTS OF PHYSICAL OR MENTAL EXAMINATION 
ee ETON 


1. Report of Edward M, Colbach, Jr. M.D. dated December 
4, 1974. 


?. Report of Guy A. Parvaresh, M.D.,P.C. dated April 28, 
1974. 


3. Record of Post Mortem Examination, by Delbert E. Scott 
M.D. dated November 6, 1974. 


4. Psychiatric report of John T. Clymer, M.D., Tucson, 
Arizona dated January 3, 1974. 


5. Psychiatric report of Dr. Treleaven, M.D. dated April 
22, 1974. 


6. Psychiatric report of Dr. Weissert, M.D. dated May 28, 
1974. 


V 


All other records and files in the office of the 
Prosecuting Attorney are available to counsel for the defendant 
for inspection and copying at any time during regular office 
hours. 


Dated this l8th day of April 1975. 


we ? 


ta Aine 
Robert ii, Remaklus 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


Receipt of copy of foregoing State's Response to Court Order 
acknowledged this 18th day of April 1975. 


Ward Hower 
Attorney for Defendant 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


case No. Éent No. Z 


Filed A. P.M. 


APR 30 1975 


J.W. 2 -CLERK 
By. 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 
* Plaintiff, 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 


To _ WILLIAM SCHREIBER 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 
of the 4 Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 20% 
day of —May, 1975, at 10:00 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


o'clock A. M.. as a witness in a criminal action 


Given under my hand this 2 day of April .19 75 
Ja d. CRUTCHER — 
Clerk 
By , — — — hin D 
i Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO. ) 
E sS. 
County or Nez Perce 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 290% 
day of April .— —— .1975 on William Schreiber 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County ot Nez Perce by showing the 
originai to William Schreiber said witness personally. 
and informing ` him of the contents thereot 
Dated April 20, 1975 
Fees ......... 0 s Le A. HUDDIESTOS DIFI 
Service ...... H s 


Mileage H (tat FfecTiname Deputy 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 


P. O. Box 759 Case No. — MÙ 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 raed AM. L147 / PM. 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 CE 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 

VAL :Y COUNTY, IDAHO APR 30 1975 


J. W. ORUTCHE! , CLERK 
By. / Beeston Deputy 


li 
| 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF !DAHO. CASE NO. 2165 
Plaintiff, 


" SUBPOENA— Criminal 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 
To ____ MARTHA SPAULDING 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


of the 4* Judicial District. in and for the County of Valley „at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 209 
day of May, 1975.., at 10:00 o'clock A. M. as a witness in a criminal action 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, agains: THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 

Given under my hand this Zo day of April ,19 25 


Je Wa CRUTCHER 


By ra rc E T ES - 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO.) 
d E 
i County of Vez. Perce 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the witty subpoena on the 29th 

day of April .1975 on Martha Spanlding 

being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of Nez Perce by showing the 

original to “artha Spaun! ging. said witness personally. 

and informing her of the contents thereot 

Dated Apri! 29. 19 75 
Fees Le A. HUDDLESTON , SHERIFF 


Service E ue 
Mileage E Lt Vath eegen tx. 


— 


OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTY CF VALLEY 


Case No. Cr. 2165 


— - n Ll. 
— PN. 
APR 39 1975 
J.W. CLERK 


a o -1 A e we Ee e 


S 


S SS SS SS SBS BS S 


It appearing from the motion of the defendant that Carol 
Spaulding will be a necessary and material witness in the 
trial of the above action and that she is an inmat? of the 
Idaho State Penitentiary; 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED That the Valley County Sheriff 
bring the said Carol Spaulding from the penitentiary to the 
above entitled Court in the va lley County Courthouse in 
Cascade, Idaho, on Tuesday, the 20th day of May, 1975, and 
retain her in his custody until her presence as a witness is 
no longer needed; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That at such time as the presence 
of the said Carol Spaulding is no longer needed the Sheriff 
Shall return said Carol Spaulding to the custody of the 
Idaho State Penitentiary; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That the Idaho State Board of 
Correction release thc said Carol Spaulding to the Valley 
County Sheriff for the purpose of the aforementioned appearance 


| and retake her into custody from the Sheriff upon her return 


to the penitentiary. 
Dated this T day of April, 1975. 


I hereby certify that a copy of the Order for Production 
of Prisoner was delivered to the Sheriff of Valley, Cascade, 
Idaho, and a copy was mailed to the board of Corrections at 
Boise, Idaho, on the 30th day of April, 1975. 


J. W. CRUTCHER, Clerk 


H 3 
km 

By Zoe: I 
Deputy 


Case No. Inst. 


— — 


ROBERT H. REHAU. us Filed LLS p. 
P. O. Box 759 - £i pn. 
Cascade, Idaho 33611 


Telephone (208) 382-4270 APR 30 1975 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY IW. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 2 . 


By. 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Criminal No. 2165 


vs. 
DISCOVERY ORDER 


) 

) 

) 

) 

} STATE'S SECOND RESPONSE TO 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, : 
) 
* 


Defendant., , * 


Comes now Robert H. Remaklus Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaio and in further response to the Courts 
Discovery Order states as follows: 

I STATEMENTS 


1. The defendant Thomas Eugene Creech made a recorded 
and a video tape statement to Charles Palmer Sheriff 
of Ada County Idaho and A.R. Mason Investigator for 
the State of Idaho, Department of Law Enforcement ou 
Monday, April 28th 1975, which such video tape and 
recorded statement are in the possession of the Sheriff 
of the Ada County Idaho in Poise, Ada County Idaho 
and are available to defense counsel for viewing and 
listening purposes at any time during regular office 
hours of the said Ada County Sheriff. A ‘ull text 
of the recorded statement of said defendant will be 
furnished to defendant's counsel as soon as the same 
has been transcribed. 


2. The following named police officers will testify 
that the defendant Thomas Lugene Creech, while in 
custody at the Ada County Jail, at Boise, Idaho, 
at various times since the 9th day ot November, 
1974, un*il the present, has made oral statements 
to them, the substance of which in that said defenda.. 
killed various other persons in the States of Vash- 
ington, Oregon, California New Mexico, Wyoming 
and Montana to wit: 


Charles Palmo-, Shesi:f oi Ads Covaty, 
"daho, Ad, County Cou, :icvso, Boise 


8 2% i'ooc ^!" METTEG ES, St 


O C mort 


A.R. Mason, Investigator State Department 
ot Law Enforcement, Boise, Idaho 


Martin J. Maxwell, Deputy Sheriff Valley 
County (idaho, Cascade, Idaho 


Lated this 30th day of April 1275. 


` 86 —— 


rt H. Re us 
Prosecuting Atiorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


Receipt of copy of State's Second Response to 
Court Order acknowledged thia JOth day of April 


1975. 


27 
Wa wer 


Attorney for Defendant 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 | 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 i 


Telephone (208)382-4270 Case No. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY — — e 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO Ms. 


1 1975 | 


J. W. CHER; CLERK 
By. d Deputy 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STAT OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 


Plaintiff, 


VS. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 
To __ WESLEY L. WOODALL 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear betore the District Court 


ofthe 4% Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 20% —5˖ ai 
day of May, 1975, at 10:09 o'clock A. M.. as a witness in a criminal action 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Given under my hand this L/ day of Apri! 19 75. 
Je We CRUTCHER RKK 
" Clerk 
By Y —— — 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO.) 
? NS 
County ot Valley } 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 28 
day of — April 19 75 on Wesley L. Wwoodal 
being the witness named in said Subpoena. at the County of Valley by showing the 
original to wesley L. Woodal, the said witness personally. 
and informing him of the contents thereot 
Dated April 28 1975 
Fees $ Age... A Mag G. 
Setvice H " 


Mileage 5 - 


sme pte 


Case No. Inst. "T A 
Filed AN, S7 Y PM. 
SHERIFF'S RETURN 
MAY 0° 1975 


SHERIFF'S OFFICE ) 
COUNTY OF ELMORE ) ss: J. W CRUTCHER, CLERK 
STATE OF IDAHO j By lins M. E e 


I, EARL WINTER, Sheriff of the County of Elmore, do 


hereby certify that I received the within hereunto annexed 


SUBPOENA on the — day of april 19 23 
and personally served the same upon WILLIAM HILL ; 
. 


the within named Witness, by delivering to and leaving with 
the said ‘/itness, Personally, in the County of Elmore, State 
of Idaho, on the 2 day of April ; 19 2. 
a true copy of said SUBPOENA. I also showed the original 
SUBPOENA to the said Witness. 


Dated: 1st day of May, 1975 
State Case: NO fees 


EARL VINTER, Sheriff 
Elmore County, Idaho 


eputy eri 


a 


— € 
— e tO E o 
GK 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS i 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 CC d 
Telephone (266) 382-4270 t 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


CASE NO. 2165 


SUBPOENA—Criminal 


THE STATE OF IDAHO. 


Plaintiff, 
vs. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH . 
efendaut. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 
WILLIAM HILL 


To _ 
YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


ofthe Au 


Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 20: 
day of May, 1975, at 10:00 o'clock & · M. as a witness in a criminal action 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Given under my hand this 2 day of April „19 75. 
Je We CRUTCHER — : 
Clerk 
By e La v. 
> SH Deputy 


STATE OF IDAHO. ) 


ss 


County ct 
HE EBY CERTIFY That | served the within Subpoena on the 


day of WV 


on 


being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of by showing the 


original to said witness personally, 


and informing of the contents thereot 


Dated 19 


Fees H 
Service $ 
Mileage 


A 


Case No. . $$ inst. 
Filed - A.M. M. 
“AY qa 1975 
SHERIFF'S RETURN n poji» "y, eem 
Bye b 
SHERIFF'S OFFICE ) 
COUNTY OF ELMORE ) S8: 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 


I, EARL WINTER, Sheriff of the County of Elmore, do 
hereby certify that I received the within hereunto annexed 
SUBPOENA on the 29th day of April 19. 75, 
and personally served the same upon GECRCE M. MENZIK " 
the within named Witness, by delivering to and leaving with 
the said Mitness, personally, in the County of Elmore, State 
of Idaho, on the 30th day of April , 19 ch 
a true copy of said SUBPOENA. T also showed the original 
SUBPOENA to the said Witness. 


Dated: lst day of May, 1975 


State Case: No fees 


EARL VINTER, Sheriff 
Elmore County, Idaho 


By, 7 LA — 
eputy eri 


en = — = ~ — 
* / R E Cc i 
Sheet IVE D 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS “ce 

P. O. Box 759 APR 5r nm 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 j Ce 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 Ke e l 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY Elmore — C Ly | 

Ore Cour] M 

VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO — idaho | 
-daho | 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN % FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 


Plaintiff, 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 


To ____ GEORGE M. MENZIK = EL 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


ofthe 4% Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley d ... . .atthe court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade, in said County, on the 288. EE 
day of _ May, 1975, at 10:00 o'clock ^* M., as a witness in a criminal action 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Given under my hand this- 4 4. day of Apri? .19 75, 
J. W. CRUTCHE Sem LM 
By—. . = hl E 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, | 
County o j - 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That | served the within Subpoena on the 
day of , .on 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of . by showing the 
original io said witness personally. 
and informing of the contents thereof. 
Dated „ 
Ens ..... Js A 
Service .. à $ 


Mileage -$ Š -—: 


Case NA AA Inst. rio Led 


WARD HOWER, Lawyer Filet LARD ET Pd 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 * - 


Telephone: 582-4250 


IN DISTRICT COURT OF FOURTH JUD.CIAL DISTRICT OF 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, CRIMINAL ACTION #2165 
Plaintiff, 

vs. MOTION and ORDER FOR 

PRODUCTION OF WITNESS 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


4o dX o dod SE E HHH EE HH 


COMES NOW the defendant, by and through the undersigned public 
defender for Valley County, Idaho, his attorney of record, and moves 
the Court for its ORDER requiring the State Board of Correction to 
produce Carol Spaulding before this Court to give testimony as - 
witness for the defendant at the trial of this cause, as set oui 
hereafter. The undersigned counsel certifies that the said Carol 
Spaulding is a witness to facts material to the defense, and that 
she is now a prisoner confined in jail or prison under the custody 


of the said Board. 
2 Pd 
ower, attorney for e defendant 


ORDER 


READING AND FILING THE FOREGOING MOTION, and good cause appear- 
erefor, it is by the Court ORDERED, that the State Board of 

1 produce Carol Spaulding to give testimony as a 
witness for the endant at the trial of this cause in the Court- 
room of this Court in “eye Valley County Courthouse in Cascade, Idaho, 
on Tuesday, the 20th day May, 1975, at ten o'clock in the morning 
of such day. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of this Court will giv: prompt 
notice of the entry cf this ORDER the State Board of Correction 
and to the prosecuting attorney of Valléy-Qounty by regular mail, 
with the fact of such mailing noted in the docket. 

DATED this day of April, 1975. D, 


strict Judge 


I certify that a true copy of the foregoing MOTION and ORDER 
FOR PRODUCTION OF WITNESS was duly mailed to Robert H. Remaklus, 
attorney for the Plaintiff, at Box 759, Cascade, Idaho 83611, 
this 23rd day of April, 1975. 


* H 


A pac (rua 
a ower, attorney for e deiendan 


Case No.. inst. No. Lb 


— 


Filed —  — AM. ZS 5 PM. 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 407 381 

P. O. Box 759 4 5 0908 

Casgade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone (208) 382-4270 J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
By Lk: A 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, ) Criminal No. 2165 
vs. STATE'S THIRD RESPONSE 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 1 TO DISCOVERY ORDER 
Defendant. a * 


Comes now Robert H. Kemaklus Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho and in further response to the Courts 
Discovery Order states as follows: 

I STATEMENTS 


l. Transcript of taped statement taken from the 
defendant Thomas Eugene Creech at the Valley 
County Court House Cascade, Idaho, November 9, 
1974, in the presence of Ward Hower, Valley 
County Public Defender, by Detectives Carl 
Tercek and Emil F. Bladow referred to in item 
seven of Section I, Statements of the State's 
first response to discovery order. 


2. Transcript of taped interview beid April 15, 
1975, at the Ada County, idaho, jail by Captain 
Ray Froelich, Missoula, Montana Sheriff's Dep- 
artment, 


3. Transcript of taped interview held April 16, 
1975, at the Ada County, Idaho, jail by Captain 
Ray Froelich, Missoula, Montana Sheriff's Dep- 
artment. 


II PRIOR CRIMINAL RECORD 


III EXHIBITS 
l. Plastic fragments from interior dome light of 
1955 Buick automobile, VIN-753 4066 337, which 
fragments were located at death scene. 
IV REPORTS OF PHYSICAL OR MENTAL EXAMINATION 
l. Record ot Post Mortem examination of body of 
Edward Thomas Arnold, by Delbert E. Scott, M.D. 
dated November 7, 1974. 


Dated this 6th day of May, 1575. 


CA H. Remaklus 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


Receipt of copy of State's Third Response to 
Court Order acknowledged this 6tn day of May, 
1975 


a Hower 
Attorney for Lefendant 


Ce o 2. 


MAY 0 7 1975 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 


P. O. Box 759 J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 hia Paro 
Telephone (208) 83611 SVL I bet" Deputy 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Criminal No. 2165 


vs PETITION TO COMPEL ATTENDANCE 


e —— — — — — 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, OF OUT OF STATE WITNESS 


Defendant. 4 } è 

COMES NOW Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney 
of Valley County, Idaho, and does hereby petition the 
above entitled Court as follows: 

l. That trial of the above entitled matter, being 
a criminal prosecution upon two counts of murder in the 
first degree, is now pending and trial proceedings will 
commence Tuesday, May 20, 1975, at ten o'clock A.M. 

2. That Steven Paul Rivers is a material witness 
for the State of Idaho in said cause and resides at 912 
West University Park Way, Baltimore, Maryland, a State 
wherein provision is made by law to command persons to 
attend and testify criminal prosecutions. 

WHEREFOR™, it is requested that a Certificate be 
issued affirming the necessity of said person as a witness 


and authorizing that he be directed by a Judge of Court 


of record in the State of Maryland, County of Baltimore, 
to appear and attend such trial for a period of not less 
than two (?) days. 


4 


Dated this A day of May, 1975. 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


Case No. 4/657 inat. No, p 
Fled -- 7. AM. PM. 


AAY 0 ? 1975 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P.O.Box 759 J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 By Zia di ver. Deputy 


Telephone (208) 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, Criminal No. 2105 


Plaintiff, Certificate Under Uniform Act 


a to Secure Attendance of Witness 


TEE SENS SESE, (Idaho Code Section 19-3005) 


— — — — — — —À — 


* 


Defendant. , x 


Petition having been filed herein by Robert ii, Remaklus, 
Prosecuting Attorney for Valley County, State of Idaho, 
pursuant to Idaho Code Section 19-3005, that one Steven Paul 
Rivers be directed and authorized to appear and attend the 
trial in the above entitled matter, on May 22nd and May 23rd, 
1975, and it appearing that said witness is material and nec- 
essary to the prosecution; 

It is hereby certified that Steven Paul Rivers be dir- 
ected by Judge of a Court of record of Baltimore County, State 
of Maryland, to appear and attend the trial in the above en- 
titled matter, in which trial testimony will commence at Ten 
o'clock A.M. on May 22nd, 1975, and that said witness s'all 
be required to attend such trial for a period of not less than 
two (2) days. 

IS FURTHER ORDERED that said witness will be tendered 


mileace and daily allowance provi icd by law and statutes of the 


State of Idaho. yu 
ENTERED this S of May 75. 


Case No, 7/4 ^ Ins. No 7. 


Filed ^. =. AM EN. 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 4AY 0 7 1975 
P.O.Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 


Telephone (208) 332-4270 By Äert éi P. Es 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE GF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Criminal No. 2165 
vs PETITION TO ADVANCE FEES 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


* 


Defeadant. , , 


Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney ^f Va! ier 
County, Idaho, requeststhe above entitled Court to direct 
its Clerk to advance $311.47 as mileage fees, together with 
attendance fees in the sum of $16.00, for out of State wit- 
ness required to testify in the trial of the above cause; 
said witness resides at 912 W. University Park Way, Balti- 
more, Maryland, ard the law pro:ides for $.25 cents per mile: 
said witness will be required for two (2) days and the law 
provides for attendance fees at the rate of $8.00 per day. 

Dated this aay of May, 1975. 


Ec JR E Os. 


Robert li. Kemaklus 
Fresecuting Attcrney 
Valley County, Idaho 


Upon the above Petition and good cause appearing, IT 
IS ORDERED that the Clerk of the above entitled Court shall 
advance the sun of $327.47 to Stev-n Paul Rivers, to be forth- 
with delivered as advance witness fees and nileage, to secure 
the attendance of said person as a witness in the above en- 
titled action from 912 West University Park Way, Baltimore, 


Maryland. 


Dated this gZ day of May, 1975. 


«AY 0 7 1975 
ROBERT H. KEMAKLUS CLERK 
P. C. Box 759 J. W. CRUTCHER, 
Cascade, Idaho 933611 2 ai 2 


Telephone (208) 4270 


PROSECUTING A'""OkNEV 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IM THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Criminal No, 2165 
Motion for Production of 


VS. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, Witness 


ewww revere — 


* 


Defendant. 

Comes now Robert H. Remaklus Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho and moves this Honorable Court for an 
order to rroduce one Carol Spaulding as a material witness 
in the trial of the abcve entitled action, from the Idaho 
State Penitentiary at Boise, Idaho where in she is an 
inmate. 

This motion is made and based upon the Affidavit 
attached hereto. 

Dated this 7th day of May, 1975. 


2 oed iu drm — 


Robert H. Remaklus 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


— mst mo. 
Pied AE /Z 7.5 pM. 
WAY ^ 7 1975 
J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 

By. 7 7 P. m 


STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) Ss 


COUNTY OF VALLEY ) 


Robert il, Remaklus, being first duly sworn on upon oath, 
leposes and says: 

That he is a duly elected qualified and acting Prosecuting 
Attorney of Valley County, Idaho: 

That Carol 3eulding an inmate in the Idaho State Peniten- 
tiary Boise, Idaho is a necessary and material witness for the 
State in the above entitled action in that said Carol Spaulding 
was present at and a witness to the offenses charged in the 


information on file herein. 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 7th day of 


May, 1975. D Tt 


Notary Public for Idaho 
Residing at: Cascade 


Case No. Inst. No, — / 


Filed AN . PM. 


MAY 0 7 1975 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
Cascade, Idaho 82611 Ke € , 


Telephone (208) 382-4270 ie e£ 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FCK THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Criminal No. 2165 


fie ORDER FOR PRODUCTION OF 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, * 


M — — M — — — — e 


Defendant. 


D 
* 


It appearing from the Motion and Affidavit of Robert 
H. Remaklus Prosecuting Attorney in and for the Count “ 
Valley, State of Idaho, that Carol Spaulding will be a 
necessary and material witness in the trial of the above 
entitled action and that she is an inmate of the Idaho 
State Penitentiary: 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED That the Valley County Sheriff 
bring the said Carol Spaulding from the penitentiary to the 
above entitled Court in the Valley County Courthouse in 
Cascade, Idaho, on Tuesday, the 20th day of May, 1975, and 
retain her in his custody until her presence as a witness is 
no longer needed; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That at such time as the presence 
of the said Carol Spaulding is no longer needed the Sheritf 
shall return said Carol Spaulding to the custody of the 


Idaho State Penitentiary; 


IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That the Idaho State Board of 
Correction release the Said Carol Spaulding to the Valley 
County Sheriff for the purpose of the aforementioned appearance 
and retake her into custody from teh Sneriff upon her return 
to the penitentiary. 


Dated this 7th day of May, 1975. 


District ge 


1975 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS MAY 07 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 


Telephone (208) 382-4270 By Li h e Deputy 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


iN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JULICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Criminal No. 2165 


ek: ADDENDUM TO 


—————— — 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, STATE'S THIRD RESPONSE 


) ‘ ; 
Defendant. ,), TO DISCOVERY ORDER 


Comes now Robert ii, Remaklus Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley Courty, Idaho asc states that on the 6th day of May, 
1975, the information contained in the States Third Response 
to Discovery Order was furnished to Ward Hower Public Defender, 
attorney for the above named defendant and said Prosecuting 
Attorney does hereby further advise the Public Defender that 
the plastic fragments found from the interior dome light of 
the 1955 Buick automobile, VIN-78 4066 337, located at the 
death scene, are in the possession of the Valley County 
Sheriff and may be photocraphed and inspected by the Public 
Defender at the Valley County Sheriffs office at any time 
during regular office hours of such Sheriff or at any other 
time convenient to defense counsel and said Sheriff. 


Dated this 7th day of May, 1°75, 
W 


mAs bike. 
rt ii, Kemaklus 
secuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


Receipt of copy of Addendum to 
State's Third Response to Discovery 
Order acknowledged this 7th day of 
May, 1975, 


Lt . m Am dem 


Attorney for fenda 


m 
Case o M 
Fed LLAM. PM. 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS MAY 0 8 1975 
P. O. Box 759 


Cascade, Idaho 83611 J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 ey 7 ] 


— 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT Or THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT GF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOK THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 

STATE OP IDAHO, Criminal No. 2165 

Plaintiff, SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER TO 


ADVANCE WITNESS FEES 


) 
) 
) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH ) 

) 

3 


Defendant. * 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Clerk of the above entitied 
Court shall advance the sum of Twenty Dollars ($20.00) to 
Steven Paul Rivers, to be forthwith delivered as advance 
witness fees and mileage, in addition to the fees and mileage 
heretofor ordered to be advanced to said Steven Paul Rivers, 
to secure the attendance oí said person as a witness in the 
above entitled action from 912 West University Park Way, 
Baltimore, Maryland. 


Dated this 8th day of May, 1975. 


^ 


strict Judge 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR I 
| THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


| 5 | 
| ce 015697 | 
| Filed AM. e zz PM. | 
| | 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS | 
| PEE MAY L4 1975 | 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 
| Telephone (208) 382-4270 J. W. CRUTCH (EIE | 
i 2 } } 
||  PROSECUTING ATTORNEY J EM ] | 
| VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO | 
` MAYS 1975 i 
| i 
il 
i 
| 
H 
l 
i 
| 
H 


ji THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Case No. 2165 | 
3 SUBPOENA —Criminal | 
| 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant. 


| THE STATE 


To |. . ANN BRADLEY 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


į of the — Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley — at the court d 
H room in the Court House, in Cascade ` in said County, on the — ee i 
i day of May,1975 at 10:00 Oclock A. M., as a witness in a criminal action d 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Peto 


| 

i 

d . Z ZA r — | 
Given under my hand this € day of L L Lay 19 79. | 
J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK | 


i uo "E , Clerk 
li pd LP a no x 
I 2 
| : Deputy 
| STATE OF IDAHO, 1 
| 5 į ss. 
i Ccunty ot C LA. } . 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the Zu 
— J e 
day of % en Cw badly " 
e AA 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of 4 e" by showing the 
original to c— nac 2 btad ley said witness personally, 
and informing ELA of the contents thereot, SHA. 
Dated S LB A 10 4 , 
P 5 SE 2 2g e ERE 
Service ` H MARSHAL 


Mileage ` $ E 7 eit 


i i 
pope SSF ESSE : 
& 3 | 


015399 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 feat. AN 3 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO " 
HAY 14 1975 


| * Mh hay aie CLERK 
| thin: M, "Deputy 


| ROBERT H. REMAKLUS m 
P. 0. Box759 is 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 No amt wo,_3 / 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


| THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 

| vs SUBPOENA—Criminal 
| THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 

| Defendant. | 
| 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 
To MICHAEL E. ESTESS, M. D. —  — — ^ — OZ ăűä OÇZ— Ż oçãűċä Ooo 


| YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 
| ofthe. 4V . Judicial District, in and for the County of. Valley sat the court 


room in the Court House. in CSS dein said County, on the — 20% —  —  — 
day of _____May, 1975, at 10:00 0 clock A. M., asa witness in a criminal action 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against — — — THOMAS EUGENE CREECH  — 1 1 1 1 — 


| Given under my hand this . //  dayof — April  — .1975 . 


I STATE OF IDAHO, l 
! H Ss. 


A 
i County teem O) 
1 
f I HEREBY CERTIFY That | served the within Subpoenaonthe 7 — — — — 
| 


eg B let E Ee Cee » 


H being the witness __ ,pamed in said Subpoena, at the County ot 2 SS by showing the 
| 
H original a ee 33 — — —. Said witness personally. 


| and informing — — of the contents thereof. 
I Dated — $ v NM — 2 224 E 
Fes  —  — (c , Lt, 


Service . 5 S 
| RM c 5 e 2 is 
E lS EEE 


EE e = — "ge — 


Dn 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 


P. O. Box 759 "ed AM ACA pM. 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 WAY 14 1975 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


J. WJCRUTCHER, CLERK 


ern) 


Mar 1 1975 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO. CASE NO. 2165 
Plaintiff, 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 


To FP. LaMAR HEYREND, M. D. 376-2972 _ 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


ofthe 4% Judicial District, in and for the County of. Valley at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 20% EE, 
day of May, 1975, at 10:00 o'clock A«M., as a witness in a criminal action 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH BSE & 

Given under my hand this P day of April 1975 

J. W. CRUTCHER EE 
2 Clerk 
By >= FK ooo e Leer 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, l 
S ss 
County of et j 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpgena oa the 7 
— 

day of Re E 197 J .on rA E Da "m Apt E 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of ca e. . by showing the 
original to — oe said witness personally, 

d inf 2 e ot the contents thereof. ey TRU = 
and informing he conien n woe LYLE V. ARNOLD, MARSHAL 

Dated 5/2 1972 ! ICIAL STRICT 

BOISE, iD? AHO 83 702 

Service By — 


^ = 
> DEPUTY MAI D 
Mileage S 2 SS $ ay — 


E a 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


Case N 


AN. 


24 
Lis 


PM. 


MAY 14 1975 


J. W) CRUTCHER, CLERK 
weer Deputy 


MAY] 1975 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


CASE NO. 2165 


SUBPOENA—Criminal 


Defendant. 
THE STATE or — 
Tro . LORING BZALS — 37£- otty 


YOU RE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


ofthe 4. judicial District, in and for the County of Yexiay — at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County. on the POs pe ee 
day of May, 1975, at 10:00 o'clock A, M., as a witness in a criminal action 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against 


Given under my hand this 2 


STATE OF IDAHO, l 
e { SS. 
| HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the wi 


day of dene 192.5 Zon 


County of 


day of 


thin S bpoena on the 
< wee: eme 


April ,19 75 I 
Ja Wa CRUTCHER. — TT 
5 Clerk 
BD ee hekere 


being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County ol 


original to P A8 
and informing—— P 
Dated A. 


Fees H 
Service 5 
uie eoo 


a9 Ai 


of the contents thereof. 


J — om € "4 


Date. 


t 


Deputy 


E 
p te 
. by showing the 
said witness personally. 


V. ARNOLD, MARSHAL 
44 IAL DISTRICT 
E. IDAHO 63702 


—. 


615402 


D pere 


015404 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS | 
i P. O. Box 759 | 


! Cascade, Idaho 83611 No. 2s | 
| Telerhone (208) 382-4270 GN No. Mit 

I PROSECUTING ATTORNEY Fd AM. f ER 

| VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO | 
i MAY 14 1975 |! 
| | 
| J. W,CRUTCHER, CLERK Receive 

| Bye eur Deputy 


MAY] 1975 


| IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT | 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR jl 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY ll 


li THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 i 
| Plaintiff, 


| ws SUBPOENA—Criminel | 
| THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO ot 


| To _ DR. DELBERT E. SCOTT J7y- 7973 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


| 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the SUN. lu rcm | 
| 


| 

| ofthe 4 Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley i the court {| 
| 

| day of _ May, 1975, at. 10:00 o'clock A. M., as a witness in a criminal action 

| 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH cae i 


Given under my hand this 2 day of April „10 75 
J. W CRUTCHER 2 
| 2. Clerk 


By —.— —— L 


Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, 


i { SS. 
i County of ) 


| I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the pr; man on the € 
| day of y .19 2) on Mh «C. hut E Aa € 


: 22 1 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of c n. . by showing the 


original to sia... said witness personally. 


and informing—- P Ai of the contents thereof. LYLE *. APNOI -D, MARSHAL 
Dated 5h .19 Z3. FOURTH 1 


lo eng 3 BE: p. sig Ze 


Service » A EPUTY MARS 


Mileage $ Cake Sh, Ly" : — 


015396 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 


Cascade, Idaho 83611 Case No. ‘i a 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 —— — Inst. No. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY Filed. AM. 2.57 pM, 


VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


2 ens STE 


MAY1 1975 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 


Plaintiff, 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF 


To ____ALVIN R. MASON . 3 2 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


of the 4? Judicial District, in and for the County ot. Valley — at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 200 ueber EE, 
day of May, 1975, at 10:00 o'clock A.M.. as a witness in a criminal action 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH FEET 
Given under my hand this 44 day of April ,19-95. 
Ila CRUTCHER ů — — 
) ) Clerk 
By Vy ee 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, | 
Cees fi SS. 
County of € " a- ) 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the G 
day of Zlatan č 97) Ce K ll aen 
being the witness__” named in said Subpoena, at the County of illa... by showing the 
original to -— +> said witness personally. 
and informing P" A of the contents thereof LYLE V. ARNOLD, MARSHAL 
— r 2 — 
FOU ICIAL DISTRIC 
Dated s/s 197) or HOE x 

Fees . Sade 5 E Cr 2 d d WP 
Service 5 By DEPULY MARSHAL 


— 


Mileage H SLS — 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY DAO 


Case No. 
Filed 


MAY 


2 


— 2 


ET a 


14 1975 


J. W, 4 CLERK 


MAY1 1975 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE 37;.TE OF IDAHO, 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


Plaintiff, 


CASE NO. 


2165 


SUBPOENA—Criminal 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 


To | |. CHARLES PALMER, ADA CCUNTY SHERIFF 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the Dist ict Court 


of the 4%) Judicial District, in and for the County of 


room in the Court House, in 


day of May, 1975, at 10: 


prosecuted by the State oi Idaho, against 


Given under my in this E". 


STATE OF IDAKC. 


i HEREBY CERTIFY pe. e 


iay ot Cpe 9 2 1.0 


County of 


being the witness names i^ cei Dänz, 


original to SC 


and informing SW aa Senn 


Dated ei S% 4 "4 2 
Fees 
Service 
Mileage 


Cascade 


a^ tus 


H 


Qo 


Valley 


in said County, on the 


at the court 


20 — x 


stock A- M.. as a witness in a criminal action 


THOMAS 8. 


at 


day of April 


ey 


County of 


said witness personally. 
thereot p MARSHAL 
T 
8 gano: 
P , - 
ser OG a En TTA 
ú “DEPUTY MARSHAL 


NE CREECH 


WK 


Je We CRUTCHER _ 
7 Le ) 
By 7 CF oe 
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8 759 Case No. Inst. No. 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 Zei PM. 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 rog . 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY may 12 1975 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 

J. W.CRUTCHER, CLERK 


By x: 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 
Plaintiff, ; 


* SUBPOENA—Criminal 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 
To. Emil Bladow — 5 1 1 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 
of the 4th Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 20th = 
dayof Ma, 1925 1 1 1 à à aat 102 De clock A+ M., as a witness in a criminal action 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Given under my hand this ob ` day of Gë 192s. 
J. Vee L ` SE 


SEAL Clerk 
B57 > LI Bisom 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
i SS. 
County ol 


FAL 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That | served the within Subpoena on E. qm E e E 
Á d , 
dayof „4AM t wi on EA LBL tpg enge 


» by showing the 


being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County oo. 
original to 2 2 
andinforming * — — ol tze contents thereof. fr «3A Z 2 


_______ said witness personally, 


Dated —  — 


H 


. PT , e j 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 


P.0.Box 759 MAY 16 1975 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone (208) 382-4270 J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
„ 4 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff Criminal No. 2165 


vs. STATE'S FOURTH RESPONSE 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, TO DISCOVERY ORDER 


— — — — — — — — 


Defendant. & 


Pursuant to Defendant's Motion for Discovery and Order 
thereon dated April 2, 1975, the following information has 
been furnished on this date to Ward Hower, Public Defender, 


Attorney for the defendant Thomas Eugene Creech, to wit: 


l. Notes of interview with Lorin G. Beals, Toxicoiogist 
at St. Alphonsus Hospital, Boise, Idahc, disclosing 
results of blood and urine screenings of vic*ims. 


2. Photographs of death scene, taken by Investigetor 
Wesley Woodall. 


The foregoing objects may be inspected and copied by counsel 
for defendant at the Valley County Sheriff's office any time 
during regular office hours. 


Dated this 16th day of May, 1975. — 
— \ 
— NA! — "PT 
Es H. Remakius d 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Receipt of copy of State's Fourth 


Response to Discovery Order ack- 
nowledged this 16th Gay of May, 1975. 


P4 e 
4 / Ct ci 2 Lei Le 
War Hower 


Attorney for Defendant 


[| 
1 
"A 


e 


Lorin G. Beals 


l. Name: Lorin Beals 

2. Present Position:  Toxicologist at St. Alphonsus Hospital, Boise. 

3. Employed since: June 1976 

4, Education: Chemistry, Bio-chemistry, Toxicology t 

5. Present with Dr. Scott at the time autopsies were performed on 
Bradford and Arnold. ` 


a 
D 


Dr. Scott at the time of the autopsies provided Beal with a blood 
sample drawn from the heart of each victim and urine samples taken 
from the bladder of each vigtin. 

7. Beals screened the blood samples for alcohol and drugs. 

8. The result of the screen tests of the blood for ürvqs was negative. 
9. The screen tent of the blood for alcohol showed Bradford at 0.14 


grams per 100 cc. of blood; Arnold 0.195 grams per 100 cc. af blood. 


NOTE: The blood alcohol test performed by Beals is on the same 
scale used by the State for driving uader the influence 
cases where es is considered under the influence under 
Idaho State law. 

NOTE: The hallucinogenic @rugs are not detectable under Beals 
1788 nor would marijuana be detected. 


10. Beals has performed approximately 200 of these types of tests. 


NOTE: Bud Mason, Department of Law Enforcement Investigator, 
* So? d 7 1 3 t i r g the latter ot 
il 19 Doa 12 t ` typi because of 
t x 1t € ot in 
NOTE: B € 1 0 
NOTE Toxicol t i thoii fects 


i 
| 
! 
| 
i 


— ~ 


fM ——2 an ^ — PM. 


MAY 19 1975 
POBERT H. REMAKLUS J. W, CRUTCHER, CLERK 
P.O.Box 759 "yc n 


Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, d 
Plaintiff, ) Criminal No. 2155 
vs. : STATE'S FIFTH RESPONSE 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ; TO DISCOVERY ORDER 
Defendant. sl, 


Pursuant to Defencant's Motion for Discovery and Order 


1075 
j 


thereon cated April 2, 1975, the following information has 
seen furnished on this date to Ward Hower, Public Defencer, 
Attorney for the cefendant Thomas Eugene Creech, to wit: 


Laboratory Report of Ann R. Bresley, Forensic Chemist 
dated April 28, 1975, photocopy of which is attached 


hereto. 


< 2 
u^ V bh 
Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Receipt of copy of State's Fifth 
Response to Discovery Orcer ack- 
nowledged this-49th, day of May,197£ 
CC ee ef 
e d 2 eg a — 
are Hower 
Attorney for Def ar 


vm Ri 15 DÉI RS 


ber Hug, Gi ; HEALTH ages WELFARE: "i 
orat] SECTION 
90 " Bag zeg un aaa : 4 
? Boise, idaho 83702 - 17 od 
ru May Me us om looi 


Lë forti 28, 1975, at 1645 hrs., Bud Mason of the Dept. of Liquor Law 3 


and Criminal Investigations delivered to this laboratory two Targe - 
evidence envelopes. They were placed te the safe prior to analysis. 


ius No. 1835 City N.A. Date 4/28/75 ti 
ysis Valley County Prosecutor Defi D resch 
LABORATORY 


os May 7, 1975, at 1625 hrs., I began the analysis on this case. 3 


Envelope #1 3 was a piece of grey cardboard of irregular 
a brown streaks and patches of brown solid materia 
on 


Envelope #2 Enclosed was a clear plastic envelope with pieces of 
dried dark brown solid, shiny material. 


Tests Used: Benzidine test for blood 
Immunodiffusion for species 
Lattes crust for ABO group 
Adsorption-elution for ABO group 


Conclusion: I examined this evidence using the tests listed and 
concluded that the material on the cardboard in 
Envelope #1 was very probably blood, but the species 
origin and A,8,0 group could not be determined. Envelope 
42 contained human blood, group A. 


I replaced the remainder of this eviderce in the respective 
envelopes and resealed them. 


“STATE OF di ë 
County of Ada * 


On this date, before me. ege N 
who is know. to me to be the wat vhs: 1 
' signature is cf. d to this docum^nt i28 5 9 ^ ib. 


and sworn to the foregoing laboratory r prti ^ 
accurate and true to tlie best of his know.cdge. se 


No ublic fof the State of Idaho 


KN ` ` ." My Commission Expires 224-277 _ 
OA -f 


Case Wo d pu. 
AN. 2 

ROBERT H. REMAKLUS ina 
P. O. Box 759 s 9 1975 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 MAY 19 d 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 > K il 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY J. W;CRUTCHER, CLER RECEIVED 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO Ly Hi. e ‘+ Deputy, ADA COUNTY SHERIFF 


MAY 141975 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 


2165 
Plaintiff, | 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 

To GENE HAWKER ý 

YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 
ofthe ^" Judicial District, in and for the County of Volley at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 200 " 
day of May, 1975 . at 10:00 o'clock A. M., as a witness in a criminal action 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 

Given undei my hand this / day ol April ,19 75 
Je We CRUTCHER — 
H Clerk 
By — «7 ence 4 — 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
N ES 

County of Ada ) 

I HEREBY CERTIFY That 1 served the within Subpoena on the 15th 
day of May e 1925.. on GENE HAWKER 
being the witness named in said Subpoena. at the County of Ada by showing the 
original to GENF HAWKER said witness personally, 
and informing hin ol the contents they ot 

Dated May 1€ 49 75 : 
E. C. PALMER, Sheriff 
Fees ` ` Ada County, Idaho 
Service 5 
Mileage H Be EE Ea, » 
Deput 


ER - 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WOA VALLEY 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI MAY Term 19 75 
District Judge 


May 19, 1975 
Date 


COURT MINUTES 


The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff — No. CR. V.C. 2165 


vs 


————— — 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 


RST DE 
Appearances: 


Robert Remaklus 


Counsel for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Lynn E. Thomas 
Deputy Attorney General 


Ward Hower 


Counsel for Defendant 
Public Defender 


Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Valley County Sheriff 


4:45 p.m., Court informed counsel and defendant of two letters received from 
defendant re/obtaining new counsel. 


Statement by Defendant. 
The Ccurt denied defendant request for new counsel. 


Statement by Counsel for State re/defendants' ability to proceed with trial and 
requested Court admonish defendant if he takes the witness stand not to inform 
jury of incompetent counsel. 


Court denied request. 


5:15 p.m., Court in recess. 


Jorn Ganbee Approved by: 


Reporter; Joon Candee — ———— 


mary? 


Clerk: — —— — 


Dated: May 19, 1975 


— — 
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erer or an, ca Aer, AERP K. e 
Lops af my deen, Üm ur, treater Mid 
pP" Af 9 40200 A x CLT tof bast ep 
p v Zu dr * Ahlus sab 
Gdn 1 put A dell AN uzh (f h erch ` 
Ae 3 cull be, pore a adiu dp ntn me, 
unt . LACU ZE 7 Y dipu s m 2 . 
Al ge, y LAN d no po, 
Butt 22 th, Map. AA Lr Le ge. vant fer nau 
Sege RE 4 
Ke 


Jem Ze Cale 


"d v 


~ p é d , April, 22, 19% 


Dear Sir, 


l have written to you severel times trying to 
get a hearing for s new lawyer, "he lawyer thut I have now 18 
Ward oer from Talley count-, Sir, he fs predudice against 
my case and me personaly. He hasn't done anything for me at 
all since I've bein here, In fact ve onl seen him shout 
five times and that wes in court three of those five times, 
He hes also stated to me that he will not try to keep me fron 
etting sent to anther etatec, Ta verti arrpectate te * 


vou 


can help me, 


Respectfully, 


Thomas ©, Creech 


Disma £. Crech 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY . 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO MAY 20 1975 
n 2 CLERK 
| 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
| OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
| THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
il il 
| THE STATE OF IDAHO, | 
| vs. SUEFOENA— Criminal 
|| THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant. 
d ET 
il 
| THE STATE OF IDAHO 
| To . OWEN KRAHN . — Sé | 
YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 
ofthe 4th Judicial District, in and for the County of VALLEY : , at the court 
| room in the Court House, in CASCADE in said County, on the 70th. — 
| day of MAY , 1975 at 10:00 o, - M., as a witness in a criminal action | 
|| prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH CS | 
i | 
| A e. : | 
d Given under my hand this, GZ ^ day r — 1925. 
J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
i SEAC J. W. Cf ERK = | 
By S/Pauline M. Bisom f 
i 
— Deputy f 
STATE OF IDAHO, l | 
A e | 
li County of Mila. ) | 
i c On "éi } i 
| I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the — Ken 4 pM | 
| day of Hy, 20 __.1928 . on " = 2 i 
jl 8 d i 
il being the witness — named in said Subpoena, at the County ol M Au, ivy showing the | 
| / $ 
d original to E Wei, * ul : said witness — personally. | 
and informing — Y of the contents thereof. | 
| E — 
4 Dated Tus, IO) ee : 100 H 
BUE re ee 
Service — 
Mileage ..........- H 


Kg = EE 


I 


= Se es 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 

| VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR | 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY ! 

Í 

U 

t 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 
Plaintiff, 


| vs. SUBPOENA—Criminel 
|! THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
|i ; Defendant. 


| THE STATE OF IDANO 


To _ EDWARD M. COLBACH, M. D. ` 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


t 
I 
| | 
| 
| ofthe 49 Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley === at the court 
i 
| „% E ĩ „ 28.  ——L-- 
| day of Ma 1975, at 10:00 0 clock Às M., asa witness in a criminal action | 
| ` prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH | 
| | 
d 
i Given under my hand this. 15% den of April 19. 75 | 
i J. W. CRUTCHER 
| EN Clerk | 
| By us — Ai | 
| Lf. Sener Deputy 
ij STATE OF IDAHO, |] 
| į ss. d 
i County 1! ) | 
| f 
| | HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 2 HESS, d 
| 
i day of a ee .19 op e M il 
| being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of _ " . by showing the ji 
! | 
il Original io - : said witness — — personally, | 
i and informing e of the ontents thereof. 
i Dated . 19 
(C E EE E uz B E ? 
Service $ E 
Mileage ........... Ec — — K | 


n MU ne a E - - — ——ÀÀ | Ó€—À 


: e i . A 
me OF gtt, Í : 2165 


IN THE DISTRICT? COUR! OF WHE TOUT DLCIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO IN AND FoR "zz COUNTY OF EY 


Case No. inst . 


ried. AM. Z. PM, 


^ 1 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECE AAY 22 1975 


STATE OF CREGON, By, 
Multnomah County, 


I, V.. Larson , being first 
duly swom, upon my oath depose and say: 

That I am, and at all of the timos. seminat 
State of Oregon, and authorized by law to serve process in said county state; I am, and at all of the 
times mentioned was, a citizen of the United States and of the State of Oregon, a resident of the City of Portland, 
county and state aforesaid, over the age of twenty-one years, not c Percy to, nor interested in, the within entidad 
action, nor related to any party thereto, and competent to be a wi- mez cerra: 


That I received the : copies d the Patiik 
po RE Saus, : i ist day éier, 1975 


a rm a Dati ee a 
/5 "am, de 


in Multnomah County and Sese of Oregon H , witness 
Edward M. Colbach, M.D. 


by then end there delivering to and lesving with 


Cobra Iy UH, WS. 


Subpoena . 
personally and in person, a copy of ke said Sohal fake yb Ahh Af thd Af Ahhh 


5 Pubiic for Oregon, residing at Portland 
‘Zanes — 6, 1978 


~ a 


mei. AN, 2-77 ps 
MAY 22 1975 
J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 


E 


J aan 
— — 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, .N AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Case No. 2165 
* MOTION AND ORDER FOR 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, CONFINEMENT IN IDAHO COUNTY JAIL 
Defendant. 
tt e 


COME NOW, Derold E, Lynskey, Sheriff of Valley County, Idaho 
and moves this Honorable court for an order confining the above 
named defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, in the Idaho County, Idaho, 
Jail pending final determination c: this action upon the ground 
and for the reason that it is for the safety and to the best 
interests of such — 

That such Sheriff is possessed of certain information which 
leads him to believe that an attempt may be made upon the life of 
such defendant by third persons, thereby endangering the lives and 
well being of the general public, and specifically Courthouse 
employees of Valiey County, Idaho, and the Sheriff's Department; 

WHEREFORE, such Sheriff prays that such an order be made and 
that such order shall provide for transportation of said defendant 
between the Idaho County Jail and any locations required in the 
further prosecution of this action. 


DATED this 22d day of May, 1975. 


ORDER 


Upon reading and filing the foregoing Motion and good cause 
appearing therefor, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above named defendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, shall be confined in the Idaho County, Idaho, jail 
during the pendency of this action and that the Sheriff of Valley 
County, Idaho, is hereby ordered to transport such defendant bew 

tween the Idaho County Jail and any locations required in the 
further prosecution of this action. 


DATED this 22d day of May, 1975. 


IR THE BISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL OISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF (ung, IN ANO FOR THE COUNTY OF ABA VALLEY 


HON, J. RAY DURTSCHT — —— — meeng 


DISTRICT JUDGE 


May 20, 1975 
date 


COURT MINUTES 


The State of Idaho 
Y Plaintiff - 


) 

* : ) 

Thomas Eugene Creech ) 
Defendan? - 


MURDER IN = FIRST DEGREE (I.C. 18-4001)and (18-4003) Fe .ony 


Appearances: E 
Robert Remaklus Counse! for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Ward Counsel for Defendant 
Defender 


Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Valley County Sheriff, 


Ne. V.C. CR 2165 


me scheduled for trial in above entitled case. Counsel and 
present. 


of Jury Panel, Counsel for defendant objected to Deputy Prosecuting 
+ Lynn Thomas, of State of Idaho, assisting in trial for County 


pertuled defendant's objection. 


kor defendant moved for assistant public defender and moved for 
ij trial for 30 days to familize counsel with trial. 


ball of 93 jurors, with all present except Patricia J. Borchardt and 
filkerson, Steven Thomas, Matt Luor-, Thelma Jarvis who were not served 
and Alfred Nitzel who was excused by Court. Two jurors, Joan Carter and Hazel 
Yokem were present but names were not on the Jury list. 


All jurors sworn on voir dire. Prosecuting Attorrey made a statement for the 
purpose of voir dire and introduced Counsel and Court personnel. 


The Court advised the defendant that if he desired to c^allenge any juror, he 
must do so before the jury is sworn to try the case. 


Te names were drawn from the jury box, the Court admonished the full jury 
and excused them to remain at the V.F.W Vall unt! 1 name is drawn. 


10:55 a.m., Jury excused, 


bsence of the jury panel the Court informed Counsel and defendant that four 
paper articles which are herebv made a part of the record, three of which 


E . - -— — 


E 


The State of Idaho May ?0, 1975 
vs V.C. 2165 


Thomas Eugene Creech Page -2- 


appeared on May 18, 19, 20, 1975, immediately prior to the trial were highly 
prejudicial and inflammatory, contained incriminating matters that would be 
inadmissible in evidence, and seriously threaten to affect the outcome of the 
trial; and that the Court is of the opinion that there is a significant 
possibility that individual jurors will be ineligible to serve because of 
exposure to this material. Therefore the Court on its own motion will require 
that examination of each juror with respect to his exposure to pre-trial publici 
ty shall take place outside the presence of other prospective jurors. Counsel 
for defendant concurred and joined in requesting the proposed procedure. No 
objection bv Counsel for the State. 


The Clerk drew the following jurors fron the jury box and each such 
juror was examined as to exposure to pre-trial publicity out of the presence 
of other prospective jurors: 


Wray Simmons examined and excused for cause. 

Dorothy M. Basy, examined. 

Earl F. Dodds, examined. 

Jack Yeasen, examined. 

Helen Hardin excused for cause and directed to report June 5, 1975 
at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 

The Evans excused for cause and directed to report June 5, 1975 
at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 

Tele Lewis, examined, 


12:10 p.m., Patricia J. Borchardt entered Court room and sowrn on voir dire. Court 
admonished and excused this juror to report to the V.F.W. Hall. 


12:15 p.m., Court in recess for NOON. Court to reconvene at 1:15 p.m., this date. 
1:25 p.m., Court reconvened. All present. 


Patricia J. Borchardt excused for cause and directed to report June 
5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 

Sandra K. Durk ex^mined. 

John Durbin excused for cause and directed to return June 5, 1975 
at 19:00 a.m., for further jury duty, 

John R. Laur excused for cause end directed to return June 5, 1975 
at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 

Ciifford Roberts excused for cause and directed to report June 5, 
1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty 

J. H. Johnson examined. 

Roy O. West excused for cause and directed to report June 5, 1975 
at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 

Shirley Brown examined. 

Carolyn Sien examined. 

Claude Williams excused fo: cause and directed to report June 5, 1975 
at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 

Fred A. Clazacorta excused for cause and directed to report June 5, 
1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 

Duane Allen examined. 

Shirley C. Allen examined. 

Chester Matchews ex ed foc cause and due to nealth problems was 
excused permanertly. 

beth Phillips excused for cause an directed to report June 5, 1975 
at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 

Sharon Gibbens ~-amined. 

Wilma Murphy examined. 

Martha Noyes drawn, but not examined. 


2:50 p.m., Brief recess. 
3:10 p.m., Court reconvened. All present. 


Martha Noyes name slip previously drawn hut not examined was replaced 
in jury box. 


The foliowing twelve jurors were examined on further voir dire for cause: 


1 thy Basy (2) Ealr Dodds (2) Jack Zensen (4) Isle Lewis 
8 e H. Jchnson (7) Shirley Brown (8) Carolyn Sien 


(9) Duane Allen (10) Shirley Allen (11) Sharon Gibbens (12) Wilma 
Murphy 


The State of Idaho 


May 20, 1975 
vs 
Thomas Eugene Creech 


V.C. 2165 
Page -3- 


4:05 p.m., Court admonished and excused jury panel for brief recess. 


4:15 p.m., Court reconvend. All present. 


In absence of jury panel peremptory challenges proceeded as follows with 
replacement jurors being examined for cause out of the presence of other 
prospective jurors: 


Juror #8, Carolyn Sien challenged as State's ist peremptory challenge. 
(Cindy R. Smith drawn as replacement.) 

Juror #4, Icle Lewis challenged as defendant's lst peremptory challenge. 
(Jeannette M. Seetin drawn as replacement.) 


Juror £4, Jeannette Seetin excused for cause and directed t 
June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 
(Donald L. Fuller drawn ap replacment.) 


^ report 


Juror #4, Donald L. Fuller excused for cause and directed to report 
June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 


(Hazel Yoken drawn as replacement. ) 


Juror #4, Hazel Yoken excused for cause and for personal hardship wes 
excused permanently 


5:04 p.m.. All jurors and panel returned to Open Court Court advised jury that 


panel had not been completed and admonished panel and excused them until 9:30 
a.m., May 21, 1975, 


5:10 p.m., Edith P. Wilkerson sworn on voir dire at this time and was admonished 
by Court, 


In absence of jury panel, Counsel for State requested information re/proceedure, 
3:15 p.m., Court in recess, 


Court excused George Takeuchi and Gary D. Young because of their involvemen. 
with trensportation of evidence in case. 


REPORTER : John Gambee 


CLERK: ` mays 


DATE: ` May 20, Loi 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF AB: yvatiry 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHT 
DISTRICT JUDGE 


——___MAY__ Term 19.75 


May 21 1975 
Date 


COURT MINUTES 


The State of Idaho d 
e Plaintiff - : We. _ CR Vc. 7165 
Thomas Eugene Creech ; 
Defendant - 
Appearances: 
Robert Remaklus Counsel for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Ward Hower Counsel for Defendant 


Public Defender 


9230 a.m., Further jury trial continued from May 20, 1975. All present. 
Defendant present and appearing in custody of Valley County Sheriff. 


Peremptory challenges proceeded as follows: 
(Louise K. Bears drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #1, Dorothy M. Basy challenged as State's 2d peremptory chalenge. 
(Shirley Brandenburg drawn as replacement.) 


Juror $1, Shirley Brandenburg excused for cause and directed to return 
June 5, 1975 for further jury duty. 
(Mary Lou Droge drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #3, Jack D. Yensen challenged as defendant's 2d peremptory challenge. 
(Robert O. Willizmson drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #3, Robert O. Williamson excused for cause and directed to return 
June 5, 1975 for further jury duty. 


10:50 a.m., Brief recess. 
11:00 a.m., Court reconvened. All present. 
(Del Woodward drawn as replacement.’ 


Juror #8, Cindy R. Smith challenged as State's 3d peremptory challenge. 
(Patricia Whitaker drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #8, Patricia Whitaker excused for cause and directed to return 
June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 
(Sharon Corbin drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #12, Wilma Murphy challenged as defendant's 3rd peremptory challenge. 
(William J. Godfrey drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #12, William J. Godfrey excused for cause and directed to report 
June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 


The State cf Idaho May 21, 1975 
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(Harold Bolt drawn as replacement.) 
Juror #4, Louise Bears challenged as State's 4th peremptory challenge. 
(Alice Ange drawn as replacement.) 


12:15 NOON RECESS. Court will reconvene at 1:15 p.m., this date. 


1:18 p.m., Court reconvened. All present. Defendant present and appearing 
in custody of the Valley County Sheriff. 


Juror #6, J. H. Johnson challenged as defendant's 4th peremptory 
challenge. 


(Wesley Knee drawn as replacment.) 


Juror #7, Shirley H. Brown challenged as State's 5th peremptory 
challenge. (Janice Lynn Wilde drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #4, Alice Ange challenged as defeudant's 5th peremptory challenge. 
(Ina Heinrich drawn as replacement.) 


1:54 p.m., Baliff informed Court and there were no objections the Court 
excused Ted Miampa for health reasons. 


Juror #4, Ina Heinrich excused for cause and directed to report June 
5, 1975 for further jury duty. 


2:32 p.m., Brief recess. 
2:48 p.m., Court reconvened. All present. 


Juror #10, Shirley Allen challenged as State's 6th peremptory challenge. 
(Robert Farnsworth drawn as replacment.) 


Juror #1, Mary Lou Droge challenged as defendant's 6th peremptory 
challenge. 
(James Madden drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #1, James Madden excused for cause and directed to report June 
5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 
(Jo Anne Cole drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #1, Jo Anne Cole excused for cause and directed to report June 
5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 
(Wilma Ingebretsen drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #1, Wilma Ingebretsen excused for cause and directed to report 
June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 
(Frank Smalley drawn as replacement.) 


Juror #7, Janice Lynn Wilde challenged as State's 7th peremptory 
challenge. 
(Joan Carter drawn as replacement.) 


Juror $7, Joan Carter excused for cause and directed to report at 
10:00 a.m., June 5, 1975 for further jury duty. 


4:04 p.m., Brief recess. 
4:14 p.m., Court reconvened. All present. 
(Clyde Barlow drawn as replacment. ) 
Juror #7, Clyde Barlow excused for cause and directed to report June 
5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for farther jury duty. 
(Patricia L. Gillet drawn as replacement.) 
Juror #5, Sandra Durk challenged as defendant's 7th peremptory 
challenge. 


(Maureen Fuller drawn as replacement.) 
Maureen Fuller. was excused on stipulation of Counsel. 
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4:49 


5:45 
6:25 


(Alfred Nitzel drawn as replacement.) 
pem., Alfred Nitzel sworn on voir dire at this time. 
Juror #5, Alfred Nitzel excused for cause and directed to report 
June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 
(Betty Gestrin drawn as replacement.) 
Juror #5, Betty Gestrin excused for cause and directed to report 
June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 
(Ruth Mason drawn as replacment.) 


p.m., Ruth Mason sworn on voir dire at this time and Court admonished 
juror. 


p.m., Brief recess. 
p-m., Court reconvened. All present. 


Jury panel returned to Open Court and there being no objections, after a 
short recess, Court will continue and reconvene at 6:15 p.m. 


p.m., Court in recess. 
p-m., Court reconvened. All present. 


Court informed Coursel that during recess Clifford Fields was excused 
because of a hearing problem. 


State's 8th Peremptory Challenge waived. 

Juror #5, Ruth Mason challenged as Defendant's 8th Peremptory 
Challenge. 

(Carol J. Petersen drawn as replacment.) 


Juror #5, Carol J. Petersen excused for cause and directed to 
report June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 


(Stan Scharen drawn as replacment.) 


Juror #5, Stan Scharen excused for cause and was permanently 
excused from further jury duty because Juror will be out of County. 
(Linda Allen drawn as replacment.) 


Counsel stipulated and there being no objections Linda Allen was excused 
and directed to report June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 


(Bertha Fouch drawn as replacment. ) 

Juror #5, Bertha Fouch excused for cause and directed to report 
June 5, 1975 at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 

(Sherman Hart drawn as replacment.) 

State's 9th Peremptory Challenge waived. 

Juror #4, Richard Wheeler challeged as defendant's 9th peremptory 
challenge. 

(David Gehrig drawn as replacment.) 

State's 10th peremptory challenge waived. 

Juror #1, Frank Smalley challenged as Defendant's loth peremptory 


challenge. 
(Paul Wilde drawn as replacment.) 


The Court found this case to be a protracted case and Counsel stipulated to 
drawing two alterrete furore at this time ; 
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Matt Wallace drawn and examined as lst alternate juror. 


State's lst alternate peremptory challenge waived. 
Defendant's ist alernate peremptory challenge waived. 


Barbara Hall drawn a" examined as od alternate juror. 


Barbara Hall excused for cause and directed to report June 5, 1975 
fer further jury duty at 10:00 a.m. 


(Luella Snapp drawn as replacement.) 


Luella Snapp excused for cause and directed tc report June 5, 1975 
at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 
(William Davis drawn as replacment.) 


William Davis excused for cause and directed to report June 5, 1975 
at 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty 
. (Betty Stockton drawn as replacement.) 


Betty Stockton excused for .ause and directed to report June 5, 1975 
8t 10:00 a.m., for further jury duty. 
‘Larry Bouck drawn as replacement ) 


Larrv Bouck excused for cause and directed to report Jure 5, 1975 
at 10:00 a.m , for further jury duty. 
(Arnold Branden drawn as replacement ) 


State's 2d alternate peremptory challenge waived. 
Defendant's 2d alternate peremptory challenge waived. 


8:30 p.m., Jury panel returned into open court 
The following jurors were seated to serve on this case: 
(1) Paul Wilde (?) Earl Dodds (3) Del Woodward (4) David Cehrig 
(5) Sherman Hart (6) Wesley Knee (7) Patricia Guillet 
(8) Sharon Corbin (9) Diana Allen (io) Pobert Farnsworth 
(11) Sharon Gibbens (12) Harold Boir 


First Alternate - Matt Wallace 
Second Alternate - Arnold prangen 


TheCierk drew the followine seven names to report for further jury 
duty June 5, 1975, at 10:00 a.m. 


(1) Agnes Rowland (2) Jay Sims (3) Beverly Ingraham 
(4) Renee Yelton (5) Arthur Hoffman (6) Cynthia Coash 
(7) Clifford 

The renainier of the panel were then excused. 


8:45 p.m., The Court admonished and excused jury and directed them to report at 
10:00 a.m., May 22, 1975 for further jury trial 


In absence of the jury counsel for defendant moved for chanze of venue, 
Argument 


The Court took this matter under advisement and continued hearing to 9:00 a.m., 
May ?2, 1975, 


Counsel for State questioned and Court informed Counse! thet this trial is 
open to the public. 


9:60 p.m., Court in recess. 
REPORTER: ^ John Gambee 


CLERF : mary. 2 px 


Date: ` May NN 1975 .— 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


HON. J. RAY D'RTSCHI 
District Judge 


. ̃ rü— 


May 22, 1975 
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date 


COURT MINUTES 
The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff - No. V.C. 2165 


vs 


— rw 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE BER = 4 
Appearances: 
Robert Remaklus Counsel for State 


Prosecuting Attorney 


Ward Hower Counsel for Defendant 
Public Defender 


Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Valley County Sheriff. 
10:00 a.m., Further jury trial costinued from May 21, 1975. All present. 

In absence of the jury defendant's motion for change of venue was argued 

The Court granted motion for change of venue. 

Defendant acknowledged and agreed to later trial date. 

Defendant remanded to the custody of the Valley County Sheriff. 


Counsel for state made statement re/assistant counsel. and moved for leave 
to have Mr. Lynn Thomas aid and assist hin. 


The Court took this matter under advisement. 
10:52 a. m., Jury panel returned to Open Court. 


Court informed jury t at defendant's motion for change of venue had been 
granted. 


Jury panel excused 


11:05 a.m., Court in recess. 


Reporter:  . Jobn Gambee 1 1 1 1 Approved by: 
Clerk: TESIS o — oe 
Dated: May 22. 1975 


trict Judge 


"OBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 


Cascade, Idaho 83611 Case No. Inst. No. 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 Filed AM. 2. 2 P.M. 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO T 
d MAY 30 1975 


J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 
By den Deputy 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
THE STATE CF TDAHO, ; CRIMINAL NO. 2165 


Plaintiff, PETITION AND ORDER FOR SPECIAL 


) 
) ASSISTANT PROSECUTOR 

vs ) 

) 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, : 
Defendant. ) 


COMES NOW, Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecutin Attorney 
in and for Valley County, Idaho, pursuant to Section 
31-2603(b), Idaho Code, and petitions this Honorable Court 
for the appointment of Lynn E. Thomas, Deputy Attorney 
General of the State of Idaho, to assist in the prosecution 
of the above entitled case now pending in the District 
Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the State of 
Idaho, in and for the County of Valley. 

Dated this 12% day of May, 1975. 


ES p 
7 ͤ rom 
Robert H. Remak Ius 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valiey County, Idaho 
ORDER 
Upon rsading and filing the above petition, good 


couse appearing therefor, the Attorney General concurring 


herei and the Court being fully advised in the premises, 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and this does ORDER that Lynn 
E. Thomas, Deputy Attorney General of the Stste of Idaho, 
is hereby appointed special assistant prosecutor cf Valley 
County, Idaho, to essist in the prosecution of the above 
entitled action. 

Dated tnis 14 1C ay of May, 1975. 


Dë 


SPATE OF IDAHO 


— 


d 


oe Ihe 


Case No. 7/4. iat. No. 
Filed AM. „ZA PM. 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT ‘ORY 30 1975 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALUEW. CRUTCHER, 
R 


| THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. Cr. 2165 
Plaintiff, d 
vs. ! ORDER TO CLERK 
d RE EXHIBITS 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, d 
Defendant. d 


It is the order of this Court that the exhibits marked 
for identification and lodged with the Clerk prior to the 


commencement of the trial of this matter be retained by the 


è| Clerk of the Court and be safeguarded by him pending further 
| proceedings in this matter and until further order of the 
| Court. 


It is further ordered that the Clerk shall not make the 


| exhibits available to any person or agency except upon order 


of this Court. 
Dated this 22nd day of May, 1975. 


CLERK 
Deputy 


y SS N NS PR 


| each defendant does receive a fair trial. | 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
Case No. / 25 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF AAL EIL AM. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, d Case No. Cr. a 
Plaintiff, 
vs. | ORDER RE PUBLICITY 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. ) 


Under the Constitution, each defendant is entitled to the 
due process of the law and to a fair trial. This Court has 
an affirmative duty to do everything poss‘ble within its 
Constitutional powers and jurisdiction to make certain that 


In order to fulfill that Constitutional duty to guarantee 
that the defendant in this case does receive a fair trial, 


and because extensive pre-trial publicity of matters highly 
prejudiciai to the defendant which would not have been admissible 


| in the trial of the action has already resulted in a trial in 


8 


this matter being vacated after its commencement and a 
determination that the venue of the trial must be changed; 

and it further appearing to the Court that the further 
dissemination by any means of public communication of any out- 
of-court statements relating to this case may further interfere 
with the Constitutional right of the defendant to a fair trial, 
disrupt the further efforts to conduct a fair trial, and 
disrupt the proper administration of justice; the Court, on its 


own motion, will now issue the following orders, a violation 


of which will result in any offender within the jurisdiction 


2| of this Court being in contempt of court. 
| It is the order of this Court that no party to this action, 
4| nor any attorney connected with this case as defense counsel 
5| or as prosecutor, nor any officer or employee of the Court, 
6| nor any police officer, sheriff, or law enforcement personnel, 
H | nor any agent, deputy, or employee of any such persons, nor any 
s] person subpoenaed to testify at the trial of this matter, | 
9 | shall: 
" 1. Release or authorize the release for public 
11 | dissemination of any purported extrajudicial statement of the 
12| defendant relating to this case; 
13 2. Release or authorize the release of any documents, 
14, exhibits, or any evidence, the admissibility of which may have 
15 to be determined by the Court; | 
16 3. Make any statement for public dissemination as | 
17 | to the existence or possible existence of any document, exhibit, i 
18| or any other evidence, the admissibility of which may have to | 
19 be determined by the Court; 
eh 4. Express outside of the court an opinion or make 
21 any comment for public dissemination as to the weight, value, 
2 or effect of any evidence as tending to establish guilt or 
EN innocenee ; 
24 | 5. Make any statement outside of court as to the 
25| identity of any prospective witness, or his probable testimony, 
d or the effect thereof; 
27 6. Make any out-of-court statement as to the 
EN nature, source, or effect of any purported evidence alleged to 
29| have been accumulated as a result of the investigation of this | 
30 | matter; 

| 

| 

Ka eessen S l E 
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7. Make any statement as to the content, nature, 


| Substance, or effect of any testimony which may be given in any 


proceeding related to this matter, except that a witness may 


| discuss any matter with any attorney of record or agent thereof. 


This order does not include any of the following: 


1. Factual statements of the accused person's name, 


| age, residence, occupation, and family status. 


2. The circumstances of the arrest, namely, the time 
and place of the arrest, the identity of the arresting and 
investigating officers and agencies, and the length of the 


investigation. 
3. The nature, substance, and text of the charges, | 
including a description of the offenses charged. 
4. Quotations from, or any reference without comment 
to, public records of the Court in the case, or to other 
pubiic records. 
5. The scheduling and result of any stage of the 
judicial proceeding held in open court in an open or public 


session. 


or the names of possible witnesses. 


Further, this order is not intended to preclude any 


| witness from discussing sry matter in connection with the case 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
6. A request for assistance in obtaining evidence | 
| 
| 
| 
| 
with any of the attorneys representing the defendant or the | 
State, or any representative of such attorneys. | 

It is further ordered that a copy of this order be attached 
to any subpoena served on any witness in this matter, and that 
the return of service of the subpoena shall also include the 


fact of service of a copy of this order. 


1 This order shall be in force until this matter has been 
2 | disposed of or until further order of the Court. 
3 Dated this 27th day of May, 1975. 


S DG FRE B N 
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In the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, In and For the County of Ada 


The State of Idaho 
Plaintiff 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d) .. c. f. 


vs 


Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 


m Clarence A. Planting „ the undersigned authority, do hereby certify 


that | have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 1 æ⁊ywꝗðũl —— 


ORDER RE PUBLICITY 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) 1. . C. P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause in 


envelopes addressed as follows: 


Sheriff E. C. (Chuck) Palmer 
Ada County Courthouse Hand Delivered 
Boise, Idaho 


CLARENCE A. PLANTING 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
Ada County. Idaho 


„ e hetke 


MAY 30 1975 
J. W. CRUTCHER, CLERK 


2 ` 22 
à 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff Case No. 2165 


dag MOTION AND ORDER FOR 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, CONFINEMENT IN ADA COUNTY JAIL 


Defendant. 


~w ee — — — — — 


COME NOW, Derold E. Lynskey, Sheriff of Valley County, 
Idaho, and moves this Honorable Court for an order confining 
the above named defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, in the Ada 
County, Idaho, Jail pending final determination of this action 
upon the ground and for the reason that it is for the safety 
and to the best interests of such defendant; 

That such Sheriff is possessed of certain information which 
leads him to believe that an attempt may be made upon the life of 
such defendant by third persons, thereby endangering the lives and 
well being of the general public, and specifically Courthouse 
employees of Valley County, Idaho, and the Sheriff's Department; 

WHEREFORE, such Sheriff prays that such an order be made 
and that such order shall provide for transportation of said 
defendant between :he Ada County Jail and any locatáons required 
in the further prosecution of this action. 


DATED this 30th day of May, 1975, 


<- 


ORDER 


Upon reading and filing the foregoing Motion and good 
cause appearing therefor, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above named defendant, Thoms 
Eugene Creech, shall be confined in the Ada County, Idaho, jail 
during the pendency of this action and that the Sheriff of Valley 
County, Idaho, is hereby ordered to transport such defendant be- 
tween the Ada County Jail and any locations required in the 
further prosecution of this action. 


DATED this 30th day of May, 1975. 


stric udge 


In the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 


State of Idaho. In and For the County of Ade Valley 


Plaintiff 
15 CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d) I.R.C.P. 


homas Eugege Cres 


Defendant 


i Mary A. Hill the undersigned authority, do hereby certify 


— 


that | have mailed, by United States marl, ene copy of the y 


Order Roa Publicit 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) I.R.C P. to each of the attorneys of record in this Cause In 


envelopes addressed as follows: 


Ward Hower 

Attorney at low 

P. 0 Box 799 

Cascade, Idaho 33611 


Sheriff of Idaho County 
Gene Fuzzell 

County Court H,use 
Grangeville Idaho 83530 


CLARENCE A. PL 
CLERK OF stiert COURT 


By é 4 
uty Clerk 


— — 


IN THE DIST&ICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MK VALLEY 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHT MAY Tem 1$ 75 
district Judge 
May 30,1935. — ..— 6 


Date 
COURT MINUTES 


The State of Idaho 


" " > No. CR V.C 2165 
iu Plaintiff — — 


vv vwrw w 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 


MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
— — —ů8——5—h ᷑— u b — 
Appearances: 


Robert Remaklus Counsel for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Ward Hower Counsel for Defendant 
Public Defender 
Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Valley County Sheriff, 


Hearing on defendant's motion for change of venue. 1 
Counsel stipulated to proceedings with hearing without formal notice. 
Both Counsel declined tomake any statement regarding new venue. 

No statement by defendant. 
Court took the matter under advisement. 


Defendant reqiested that he be held in custody, eiche in Valley or Ada 

County, Counsel for State objected After discussion with Volles Couaty 
Sheriff, Counsel for State withdrew his obiection and Court granted defendant's 
request to be held in custody of Ada County Sheriff, ond there being no 
abiecto by either Counsel, the Court ordered the defendant transferred 

and directed Counsel to prepare order, 


The Court ruled Mr. Lynn Thomas, Deputy \ttorney Generel, could assist 
Prosecutor of Valley County. 


The Court served in Open Court a copy cf order re/publicity to Counsel, the 
defendant and Valley County Sheriff and directed every law enforcement officer 
that would come in contact vith defendant he serye? a copy of order and in- 
formed Counsel that a copy of order re/oublicity had heen personally served 
on Sheriff of Ada County by Court. 


Reporter: ahn- Gazsbec ss Approved by: 
Clerk: DO o M 


. Mey 20 1225 = 
oraa: ES trict J 


IN THE DISTRICT COUR! OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF REK VALLEY 


HON, J. RAY DURTSCHL — — | RT Term 19 75 
District Judge 
— —— 1une.9,. 3975. A 


COURT MINUTES 


The State of Id^ho 


No. V.C. CR 2165 


Plaintiff - 


vs 


— — ——— — 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 


MURDER IN THE FIRST DECLEE 


Appearance: : 


Lynn Thomas Counsel for State 
Deputy Attorney General 


Bruce 0. Robinson 
Ward Hower Counsel for Defencant 


Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff 


Hearing on Counsci's motion to withdraw. 
Upon stipulation of Counsel hearing was scheduled for this date. 


Statement by Mr. Hower, Counsel for defendant, re/motion to withdraw from 
the case. 


Defendant stated this was his desire and had no objection and requested 
Mr. Bruce Robinson be entered as own counsel of record and not appointed by 
the Court. 


Statement by Counsel for defendant, Mr. Robinson. Counsel requested 
additional time for recommendations for change of venue. 


Defendant waived early hearing dates and continued matter to 3:30 p.m., 
June 30, 1975. There bein no objection by defendant, Counsel stipulated 
to hearings being held in Ada County 


Defendant remanded to the custody of the Ada County Sheriff, 


Reporter; __John Gambee —— 1 1 1 1 1 Approved by: 


. 
dated: sulle 9, 1928 ee 


ROBERT H REMAKLUS 


P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83621 "——! €" 
Telephone (208) 382-22;0 ied dE AN, e. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY | 
VALLEY COUPTY IDAHO Ki Í 
; d JUN 16 1975 | 
J. Wo CRUTCHER, CLERK | 
1 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO. 
Plaintifi. CASE NO. 2165 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 
ote E 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


ofthe. 4€ judicial District, in and for the County of _ — — Valley — 4 ine court 
room in the Court House. in SSS de in said County. on the 2 O —— 
day of May, 1975, at 10:CO o'clock Ae M., as a witness in a criminal action d 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH — 

Given under my hund this 4 dayot April 1975 | 

Je We CRUTCHER - ` 
2 Clerk 
— 7 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO. H 
ss. 
County . ) 
o TH 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY That | served the within Subpoena on the m 
MAY 75 101 Le NUI 
day ut. MAY 10 I^ on 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of VALLEY by showing the 
ROY I UL! 
original to ROT. be ; said witness personally, 
and informing IM of the contents thereof, 
&/9 75 D 
Dated 24 190 yy) 
— — 

e c $ ! 4 CE 2 7 
Fees . 4 $ t- 7 ZG Atp a, le ue. 4 
Service |. / 2:28 i 


mu ee, ae, 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

i P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telerhone (208) 382-4270 WE M. 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY Fl P^. 

VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
| THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 
Plaintiff, i 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 


To JOHNNIE i. HILL 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


of the 4t Judicial District. in and for the County of. Valley , at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County. on the 209 
dayof | May, 1975, , at 102000 o'clock A. M. zs a witness in a criminal action 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Given under my hand this // daat .— April 1025 
-Je We CRUTCHER — 1. 
7 Clerk 
By 42 * 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, H 
" BOISE | S 
i County o ) 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That | served the within Subpoena on the- th č č — 
day of NAY 19.2 on JONNIE D. EE 8 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County ot. VLE By es dy showing the 
f JOHNNIE I. 111 S 
ll original to 4 B — said witness personally, 
and informing ___ 14 à of the contents thereof. 
3 27' .19 
A j y i j 7 ; 
Q ifti A 


: pre 


H S. AM 


l 
vw 10 1975 | 
Di | 
| SHERIFF'S OFFICE 
| — ug 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS ... 
pi. o. Box 759 Filed AM. — 
|| Cascade, Idaho 83611 f - 
| ^ Telephone (208) 382-4270 | 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY JUN 16195 | 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO J. Ae weieen. CLERK 
"94 Ay D ebe | 
| i 
ll 


| 
| IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


| 
| OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR |! 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY | 


i THE STATE OF IDAHO. CASE NO. 2165 ! 


d Plaintiff, il 
| f 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant. ji 


THE STATE OF IDAHO | 


To. . . JOHN STEWART — 
YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


| ofthe. 4th Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley at the court | 
| oom in the Court House, in Cascade in said County. on the 20th 
| dayof__ May, 1215. à à à at 10:0Q'clockA. M.. as a witness in a criminal action i 
| prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH . — — 
| 

IM bs - 

| „ P. aiat. Lay Z5. | 
| J. W. CULL — — ii 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


ss 


In County of __Idaho  — j 

| I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the „% d 

d 8 | 
being the witness___ named in said Subpoena, at the County of ____Jusho ~ _______, by showing the 


Original to. de ciewart —. 0 0 0. said witness personally, 


and informing — ohn Stewart oſ the contents thescof. 


i 
Dé Mart — 11. | 


S ——— bb — — 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 


Cascade, Idaho 83611 Béi 
Case Noninst. . 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 ` 
Fidd ef 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY - 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 
Kee JUN 16 1975 
APR is J. W. QRUTCHER, CLERK 
$ R By. à d 
* H 
Se D 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 
Plaintiis, 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF 


To LESTER KELLEY 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


of the 4% 5 Judicial District, in and for the County of Valleys, at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the ` — OA 
day of May,- 1975,  .., at 10:00 — o'clock A. M., as a witness in a criminal action 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH  . — č 
Given under my hand this PA day of April ,19 75. 
-Je We CRUTCHER - z 
H Cleri 
By — Fe Arn he kirt 
D Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, | 
SS. 
County -l. j 
1 HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 2 Ch 
day of EE 192) n Leser Ae e E 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of H f Mey by showing the 
original to A caa said witness — personally. 
and informing AK 4C of the contents thereof. 
Dated S- da . 4922 

fees T Aud, e ae e 
Serie 8 y=» Ø pu ^ 2 
Mileage ....... H Ae Jt be vp dE Cit hp 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 3 

Telephone (208) 382-4270 Cate imt No o 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY Fed ag 57 a 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO v 


Jon ; : 
oR 4 x * 
WM ^ H 
[| if — eye DÉI 
ta t 
C N 


A — 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 
Plaintiff, 
vs. SUBPOENA—Criminal 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 


10 BURTON WALKER 


YOU ARE COMMANDED Tc appear before the District Court 


ol the 4. Judicial District, in and for the County of Valley at the court 
room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 2019 = 
day of _ May, 1975, at 10:00 o'clock A. M., as a witness in a criminal action 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS  EUGENE CREECH RAT 
Given under my hand this - Li day of April , 1975 
. —— . S 
a Clerk 
By . t7 £i je he Live 
Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO. ] 
{ LS 
County . ! 
2 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 2? 
day of Ege, / 1923 on Xu Zen, deed 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of eo Kaes by showing the 
original io AY 7724 said witness personally, 
and informing e of the contents thereof 
Dated 27-2 .19247 
K H 


ES 3 . ee. | 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 


P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 
: — 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 coe rra 
EP Pc 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


JUN 1 6 1975 
1 ff 
e | 
N E | 
Ne | 
NS 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 


Plaintiff, 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO | 


eee ee Sa Ss | 


To ——-TED NELSON 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court | 
. Valley — — —— at the court 


20€ 


A ai J. Wy CRUTCHER, CLERK 
IN APR 1975 By LL fxm iJ. 


ofthe 4. Judicial District, in and for the County of 


room in the Court House, in Cascade ` in said County, on the 


day of May, 1975, at 10:00 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH — —  — 


i 
| 
} 
i 


o clock A. M.. as a witness in a criminal action 


Given under my hand this ERES, is day of April 1975 
Je We CRUTCHER K 
E Ba, Clerk l 
BD 
= Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO. |] 
MS. 
County of. exu MN MCA j 
| I HEREBY CERTIFY That | served the within Subpoena on the VA 
day of ag 2.972.» Zed Melite E 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of Laily . by showing the 


origina! 3 {> Vea Leon ) said witness personally, 
e 


and informing Men : of the contents thereof. 
Se ag 
197. : 


Wy We 
Bile i 


Service ......... EE = —— 
COPS AA Lepal ts Ze 


. = "M. 


1 . * 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS ! 
P. O. Box 759 — : iJ 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 SUE JUN 16 1975 il 


Telephone (208) 382-4270 ^"; 
j J. W^CRUTCHER. CERA ` 
AT l 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR i 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY | 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, CASE NO. 2165 
Plaintiff, 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, Defendant. d 


ll 


W — Teurins Herrick  — 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court | 


4th Valley 


oſ the Judicial District, in and for the County o , at the court 


room in the Court House, in Cascade in said County, on the 20th Peer BEE | 
| 


day of Mey, 1975 at 10 O coc. M., asa witness in a criminal action i 
prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CNE 3 
eee ee , a, M. | 


STATEOFIDAHO, |] 
LL 

County ot. j 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 43H [ il 


day Sen — 19 %% on Kauris Merri EE 


being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of C d by showing the i| 

original to AY bet ; ; said witness — personally. ` 

and informing uM T of the contents thereof | 

- — li 

Dated ETAR 1971 l 
BEC eser Esso 


— a 


Case No LL net. 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS Pied — wr 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 RS JUN 16 1975 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 1 N J. W; CRUTCHER, CLERK 
VALLEY COUNTY f Te "2 VART Deputy 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


T T > Case no. 2165 
Plaintiff, 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant. 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 
To STEVE HAGER ` ` ` = 
YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


ofthe.4th Judicial District, in and for the County of. Valley — at the court 


room in the Court House, in Cascace in said County, on the 20 ch 
day of May 1975 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against 


at 10:00 o'clockA- M., as a witness in a criminal action 


. Thomas Eugene Creech. 


PD AA G — 
Given under my hand this GZ day of te 19 7$ 


STATE OF IDAHO, 1 


County ot j - 
I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the if th — 

day of _ Hy 19 Z5 on Steve Alag 2 SE 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of e — by showing the 
original to > cts M said wiiness personally. 
and inſorming H LAL of the contents thereof. 

SE ˙ — — CM 
Fees ........ ee Mah G. Wiesel 
Service ......... — 


K x Ken = — 5. " T 
! 
d 
li 
no ZZ | 
Case No . | 
Filed AM, a i ee PM. | 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS | 
P. O. Box 759 i 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 JUN 16 1975 H 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 e d 
nse? . W.;CRUTCHER, CLE! | 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY / -` N 1227 d ^ 
VALLEY COUNTY E em € Byz 3 | 
í S SEI Y e i 
1 RE n ^ | li 
yz S 4 
x il 
8 p d 
e , | 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR I 
THE COUNTY OF VALLEY i 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, | 
Plaintiff, t 
* SUBPOENA—Criminal 
| 
2 ll 
H 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant. MT R ae l 
d 
THE STATE OF IDAHO | 
To EARL BRESHARS - er dl SL ISA | 
YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court li 
of the 4th. Judicial District, in and for the Countyof — Valley at the court I 
i 
room in the Court House, in Cascade — in said County. on the 20th E 
day of _ _ May, 1975 3 102 009 'ctock À- M., as a witness in a criminal action ! 
i 
prosecuted by the State of idaho, again SHOMAG EDUENE-ENEROH ee 0 
> i 
SS e | 
Given under my hand this. Jl — day of [Dey 92. | 
esee f 
E a 77 ` Clerk f 
BZA . Alg; 
j * Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO, ] 
C ss. 
County of. KE j 
| HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the /s tC : * | 
day ot Aa on Enal DRES Dain $ SS | 
being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of D nto y by showing the 
original ie A. PM : said witness — personally, | 
and informing Al Lia e of the cortents thereof. i 
Dated 9 "A7 22 F S | 
ONE NS. 8 AL eee. | 
MO e E E: VA : Z — 
j ES / / á A | 
Bee, ei esa he 7 


Ka E ~ 
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JUN 1 8 1975 
BRUCE O. ROBINSON 


Attorney at Law J.W ? CLERK 
P. O. Box 8 By Catia IL d ue 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Phone: 466-9284 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


zs eee 


i STATE OF IDAHO, 


Criminal $2165 
Plaintiff, 


-vs- ORDER ALLOWING CHANGE OF COUNSEL 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


i Defendant. 

d —————— 

€ 

E THIS MATTER having come before the Court this 9th day 
* 

« 


of June, 1975, upon the request of court-appointed counsel and 

public defender, WARD HOWER; the matter being heard by stipula- 

y tion of counsel at the Courthouse in Boise, Ada County, Idaho. 
The State of Idaho being represented by LYNN THOMAS, ESG., of 

s the Attorney General's Office, and the Defendant being represen- 
ted by his court-appointed counsel, WARD HOWER of Cascade, Idaho, 
and by his retained counsel, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, Esq., Nampa, 
Idaho. 

The Court being advised by WARD HOWER that the Defendant 
desired a change of counsel and that Mr. Hower acquiesced in the 
same and desired to withdraw in favor of BRUCF O. ROBINSON, Esq., 
counsel privately retained by the Defendant, Thomas Fugene Creech. 
The State making no objections to the same, and the Court being 


then and there fully advised in the premises; 


— 


l- ORDER ALLOWING CHANGE OF COUNSEL 


IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED and this does hereby ORDER that 
counsel of record for the Defendant, Thomas Fugene Creech, be 
changed from the public defender-court appointed counsel, WARD 
HOWER, to the privately retained counsel, BRUCE 0. ROBINSON, Esq., 
Nampa, Idaho. 

It is further ORDFRED that this matter is continued for 
the purpose of a hearing on the setting of a proper place of venue 
until the 30th day of June, 1975, at 3:30 o'clock P.M., the 
Defendant being remanded to the custody of the Ada County 


Sheriff's Office. 


Dated his AAL day of June, 1975. 


6 
i 
| 

| 2 and FINAL- ORDER ALLOWINC CHANGE OF COUNSEL 
i l S TŘ e 


- P.O. BOK 6 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF JNUR VALLEY 
__ BON. J. BAY DURTSCEIL `  —— MAY — 19 73 
District Judge 
June 30, 1975 


Date 
COURT MINUTES 
The State of Idaho 


i * v.C. 2165 
vs Plaintiff No. . V.C. 2L 


voe ee e e — 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 


Log L-1 222 & 279 


Appearances: 


Lyna Counsel for State 


Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
Bruce 0. Robinson Counsel fer Defendant 
Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


Further hearing en change of venue. 
Statements by Counsel re/change of venue. 
Bo — by defendant. 
"y stipulatien of Counsel the Court granted aedical examinations for 
defendant. Written stipulation to be filed. 


Propesed publicity notice, apprevei by Counsel for State and Counsel for 
Defendent, was po a oe Gere. 


There being mo objections the Court continued hear on change of venue 
te 3:30 p. n., — 10, 1973. * 


Defendant remanded to the custedy ef the Ada County Sheriff. 


Reporter; ___Johm Gembee — 
Clerk: marye 


EEE —ů— 
: June 30, 1975 g Fone x 2 — 
Dated: — i rict Judge 


Apuroved by: 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON a 
Attorney at Law FILED 


P.O. Box 8 — 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 ZE 


Phone: 466-9284 JUL3 i975 


D 
— rpm 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
ttt 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Criminal #2165 
Plaintiff, 
STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR MEDICAL 
-vs- "EE 
EXAMINATION 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
| 


NAMPA, IDAHO 63.6 5 (ame er ͤ—̃ỹ..kĩ . — 
i 


Defendant. 


— 22 — ———— 


- P.O. BOX . 


THE PARTIES above named in the State of Idako by and 
2 


Í through Counsel of record LYNN TS *., Depu’y Attorney General 
< 


> 


E the Defendant by and through his Counsel BRUCE O. ROBINSON 


E and stipulate to the Court that the Court enter its order allowing 


2 Defendant to be examined by the physician of his choice. The 


pu physical examination to include brain scan, EEG, EKG, glucose 


s tolerance test and various blood tests. The arrangement for said 


physical examination to be made under the supervision and controi 
of Sheriff Charles Palmer, Sheriff of Ada County Idaho. 

It is further stipulated that the Defendant be allowed 
to have a psychiatrist of his own choice conduct interviews and 
consultations with the Defendant for the purpose of making an 
independent psychiatric analysis for the Defendant's use in his | 


defense. 


Dated this 2nd day of July, 1975. P gege | 


— 
ey, m 

^ 20 / e 

LYNN THOMAS- DOT e 


GENERAL, STATE OF IDAHO 


l- STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR MEDICAL EXAMINATICN 


OT ROBINSON 
ATTORNEY FOR THE DEFENDANT 


ORDER 

A stipulation having been made in the above entitled 
matter by Counsel representing the State of Idaho and the Defen- 
dant and the Court being fully advised in the premises does hereby 
order that the Defendant be allowed to have both a physical exam- 
ination by a medical doctor of his choice and a psychiatric exam- 
ination by a psychiatrist of his choice. It is further ordered 
that all of said examinations be made under the supervision and 


control of the Sheriff of Ada County, Boise, Idaho. 


ALL MUERE A ES 
V A | j 
N] 
y n 
\ \ 
U 
\ 
Y 
SN 
] NN 


Dated this 2nd day of July, 1975. 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 
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| 2 and FINAL- STIPULATION AND ORDER FOR MEDICAL EXAMINATION 


IN THE DIST?!CT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THF 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KEX VALLEY 


.HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI : MAY Tem 1975 
District Judge 


——— SUR IO, 19395 — — 
Date 


COURT MINUTES 
The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff - No. V.C, CR 2165 


vs 


— 2 9 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 


MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE gea, 


Appearances: 


Lynn Thomas Counsel for State 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 


Bruce 0. Robinson Counsel for Defendant 
Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


Hearing continued from June 30, 1975 for change of venue. 


Argument. 

The Court order venue change to Wallace, Idaho, 

Counsel to prepare order. 

Defendant remanded to the custody of the Ada County Sheriff 


Reporter: John Gambee —— — — Approved by: 


Clerk: — 
1 July 10, 1975 — Pe 
Dated: — — trict Judge 


YN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IJAHO, 


Plaintiff, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
v. : 
FINDINGS AND ORDER Lu. ad vh E 


fHOMAS EJSENFE CREECH, 


Jefendant. 


— —M— ——— md e 


¿nc Court, having concluded that the Defendant's 
Motion for Change of Venue from Cascade, Valley County, Idaho 
to anothe- place oí trial should be granted, and having 
heretofore sc ordered, makes the following findings of fact 
after having heard the Plaintiff and the Defendant in open 
zourt un the centh day of July, 1975, and previously: 
. That Wallace, Idaho is a suitable location for 
*he trial of the above captioned case; 
. ^at it is likely that the substantial publicity 
meerning this case which has been present in 
th» area of Cascade, Idaho, has not been dupli- 
sated in Wa!lace, Idaho, and that it is thus 
likel; that z fair and impartial jury can be 
sclocted there without undue difficulty; that 
Wallace, idaho is substantially removed in 
listruce from Cascade. Idaho; 
3. That a courtroo. is available in Wallace, 
Idaho for an extended period of time; 
. That secure jail facilities exist in Wallace, 
Idaho. sufficien: for the detention and pro- 
tection of the Defendant. 
Wherefore the Court conc!:des that the place of 
trial in the above captioned case shov!d be fixed at Waitace, 


idaho, Shoshone County, idaho. It is so Ordered and this 


case is hereby transferred to the District Court of the 

First Judicial District of the State of Idaho, in and for 

the County of Shoshone, pursuant to I.C. section 19-1804, and 
Rule 21 of the Idaho Rules of Criminal Practice and Procedure. 
The Clerk of the Court is directed to transmit the files of 
the Court in accordance with I.C. section 19-1804 and Rule 21 
of the Idaho Rules of Criminal Practice and Procedure. 
Pursuant to I.C. 19-1805, the Defendant shall be forthwith 
removed to the custody of the Sheriff of Shoshone County, 
Idaho, unless the Court to which this action is transferred 


directs otherwise. 


DATED This g day of July, 1975. 


Y 
Strict Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ABM VALLEY 


FILED 
The State of Idaho JUL 23 875 
CCC Z4) -lc ehee — 


MPH ay 
- PURSUANT TO R 77 (d). 


(b) (1) LRC. P. 


L J. W. Crutcher , the undersigned authority, do 
hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 
FINDINGS AND ORDER 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 
in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Sheriff Derold E. ege 
Vall Court 
— Ida 83611 


Sheriff E. C. (Chuck) Palmer 
Ada County Cou: bouge HAND DELIVERED 
Boise, Idaho 


LE PP 
z Hii : d 
e, sa 
HEB BEE? 
HT Hid 
E EE 522 
2 Hua Es, 
EHE s 
H HHA 2 
S H | e 
HEUS T J. M. CRUTCHER 
Hm " 
nes S K Clerk of the District Court 
EHE m : -g. Valley M county, Idaho 
[^] 
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In the District Court of the Fourth Judicia! District of the 
State of Idaho, In and For the County of Age SHOSHONE 


The State of Idaho , 


Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 


vs 
PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d) I.R.C.P. 
—-Thomas Eugene Creech — — 
Defendant 
m Victoria White „ the undersigned authority, do hereby certity 


that | have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


ORDER re/ Publicity 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) I.R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause in 
envelopes addressed as follows: 
Ms Victoria White 


Clerk of the District Court 
Shos County 


Box 1049 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 
Lewis Gardner 

Sheriff Shoshone County 
Court House 


Wallace, Idaho 33873 


Victoria White ` 
Kee FEROX X ROT EG 

CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
Ada County, Idaho 


By 
Deputy Clerk 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: ss. 
|! hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of 
the orginal on flle and of record in this court. 


£ 
Dateg 


ang 4 otk Com 


* NAMPA, IDAHO E —— — — 
—— (— 


. o. non 6 


* ATTORNEY AT LAW. 


a rr e BHUCE O, "ODINSON 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law 


P. O. Box 8 
Hampa, Idaho 83651 2 
h E - 
Phone 466-9284 FILED. 
CN ae cas 2 
40814 1375 


220444 Tuc. 
x 7 p A Chak 
J W. Crutcher, Clerk 
Valley County, Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COUR? OF THe FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT op 


THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY op VALLEY 


ese * 2 


STATE OF IDAHO, 

Case No. 2165-CR 

Plaintiff, 

CONSENT AND WAIVER OF 

PERSONAL APPEARANCE 
CF DEFENDANT 


-vs- 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


COMES NOW THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, Defendant in the above- 
entitled matter individually ind acting under advise of his 
counsel does hereby consent to and waive any necessity of his 
personal presence at the hearing of motions on pure technical 
legal mert ce which may come before this Court from the present 
date until trial commences the 6th day of October, 1975, at 
Wallace, Idaho. 

This consent to and waiver of the necessity of his 
personal presence is to clothe the Defendant's counsel with 
authority to appear on all of said matters and motions as the 
Court and counsel for tne State and the Defendant may be deemed 
proper and permissable under the laws of the State of Idaho. 


Dated this 6th day of August, 1975. 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: ss. 
| hereby certity tnat the foregoing is a true copy of 
the original on file and of record i: this court. 


oe 


— d a 22 Clerk 


rr o Eemere 0008 


* ATTORNEY AT LAW + P. o. BOK € 


—— — ———— — — ee BIL CT O ROBINSON 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law 


P. O. Box 8 * 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 FILED `, 

Phone: 466-9284 ^ us OL 
AUG14 1975 


ide ^ Leaks 
J. W. Crdtcher,Clerk 
Valley Gounty, Idaho 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


LE * g 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
r Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 


STIPULATIONS and ORDER 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ew Set E ww 2 À— MÀ 


~ 


COMES NOW the State of Idaho by and through ROBERT 
REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney, Valley County, and LYNN THOMAS, 
Deputy Attorney General, and BRUCE O. ROBINSON, Counsel for the 
Defense, and stipulate to the Court as follows: 

I. 

That the cutoff of all pre-trial motions shall be the 
10th day of September, 1975. 

II. 

That all briefs on all motions pending at the cutoff 
date shall be submitted to the Court on or before the 17th day 
of September, 1975. 

III. 

T' it the hearing on all motions other than evidentiary 
Shall be heard at Boise, Idaho on the 22nd day of September, 1975 
at the hour of 3:30 P.M. or as soon thereafter as counsel can be 


heard. 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley. ss, 
hereby eren, thet the foregoing is a true copy a 
the original on file and of record in this court. 


l- STIPULATIONS and ORDER Dated. 


“Tila. athe wn 


| 


d 
| 


- ATTORNEY AT Law! - 


Iv. 

That all evidentiary ‘motions then pending shall be 
heard prior to the comencenent of trial at Wallace, Idaho, 
Shoshone County, State of Idaho on the 6th day of October. 

V. 

That all pre-trial briefs shall be filed and delivered 

to the Court on or before the ist day of October, 1975. 
VI. 

That the commencement of trial in the abc ve-entitled 

matter shall commence at 10 A.M. the 6th day of October, 1975. 
VII. 

It is stipulated that previous notice for hearings on 
the pending motions at 8 A.M. on the 12th day of August, 1975 is 
vacated and pursuant to the above all of said motions shall be 
heard on the 22nd day of September, 1975. 

VIII. n 

That the Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, shall be 
transported to the Shoshone County Jail at Wallace, Idaho on the 
7th day of August, 1975, and remain there through his trial which 
commences the 6th day of October unless othervise specified by 
the Court. 

Dated this 6th day of August, 1975. 


ROBE 
Prosecuting Attorney, Valley 
gho 


APPROVED 


ay 7 — 2 Caecchl 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


2- STIPULATIONS and ORDER 


ORDER 


The Court having Sean the above stipulation by Counsel 
for the State and for the Pefendant and being appraised of the 
premises contained therein, hereby ORDERS as follows: 

1. That the cutoff of all pre-trial motions shall be 
the 10th day of September, 1975. 

2. That all briefs on all motions pending at the cut- 
off date shall be submitted to the Court on or before the 17th day 
of September, 1975. 

3. That the hearing on all motions other than eviden- 
tiary shall be heard at Boise, Idaho on the 22nd day of September, 
1975, at the hour of 3:30 P.M. or as soon thereafter as counsel 


can be heard. 


NAMPA, IDAHO 0205 mamamana aerae a E sere ð—iZMꝛꝛkßüñ e, 0 


4. That all evidentiary motions then pending shall be 
heard prior to the commencement of trial at Wallace, Idaho, 
Shoshone County, State of Idaho on the 6th day of October. 

5. That all pre-trial briefs shall be filed and 


D P. o. BOX 6 H 


delivered to the Court on or before the lst day of October, 1975. 
6. That the commencement of trial in the above-entitled 


+ ATTORNEY AT LAW 


matter shall commence at 10 A.M. the 6th day of October, 1975. 

7. It is stiuplated that previous notice for hearings 
on the pending motions at 8 A.M. o the 12th day of August, 1975 
is vacated and pursuant to the above all of said motions shall be 
heard on the 22nd day of September, 1975. 

8. That the Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, sahll be 
transported = the Shoshone County Jail at Wallace, Idaho on the 

Or 44 Soon Thereafter 0 Convenes To Shem pE Bo lig 

7th day of . 1975,, and remain there through his trial which 
commences the 6th day of October unless otherwise specified by 
the Court. 

Dated this A Aan of August, 1975. 


District Judge 


— — ar ru mra" RUCC o. ROBINSON 
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in the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho, In and For the County of M&K VALLEY 


The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff 
Ke CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
PURSUANT TO — 77 (4) 1.8. e. f. 
— 
Thomas ene Crzech FILED 
—2UUNU—U—U—U— U NU 
Defendant Mui APR 
L— J. W. Crutcher — — the undersigned authority, do hereby certify 


that | have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the _ CONSENT & WAIVER OF PERSONAL 
APPEARANCE OF DEFENDANT AND STIPULATIONS AND ORDER ogee 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) 1. l. c. 7. to each of the attorneys of racerd in this couse in 
envelopes addressed as follows: 


Ms Victoria White 
Clerk of che District Court 
Shos' Coun 


t 
Box 1049 e 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 


TUA 
a 

P. O. Box 8 
Nampa, Idaho 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 


—.— R. Remaklus 
ttomney at Law 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 


AELK CRT 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
Valley K County, Idaho 


by 
Duty Clerk 


STATE OF IDAHO. ' ey 


i hereby certify thot the foregoing ^ 


the original go file anc of record ^ inis 


true copy of 


G82 
HSG) 

Case No. . 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS Pet i au 10. . 
VALLEY COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY "cl, 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 AUG 9 
Telephone: 382-4270 G 29 1975 

J. W, 
LYNN E. THOMAS By CRUTCHER, CLERK 
Deputy Attorney General : 


Special Assistant Prosecutor 
Attorney General's Office 
Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone:  384-240€ 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OP VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, NO. 2165 
PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR DISCOVERY 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


D 
— Se Se Se Se Set Se e See 


Defendant. 


— — ſͤ——— 


COMES NOW the STATE OF IDAHO and moves, pursuant to 
Rule 16(b), Idaho Rules of Criminal Practice and Procedure, 
_ for the Court's order directing the Defendant and the De- 
fendant's counsel to comply with said Criminal Rule 16(b) 
in the following particulars: 
I. 

That the Defendant shall permit the prosecutors to 
inspect and copy or photograph books, papers, documents, 
photographs, tangible objects or copies or portions thereof, 
which are within the possession, custody or control of the 


Defendant, and which the Defendant intends to introduce in 


this court. 
— — . 


evidence at the trial; and 
II. 


That the Defendant shall permit the State to inspect 


that the foregoing is a true copy of 


and copy or photograph any results or reports of physical or 
mental examinations and of scientific tests or experiments 


made in connection with this case, or copies thereof, within 


the original on file and of record in 


| hereby 
Dated: 


the possession or control of the Defendant, which the Defendant 
intends to introduce in evidence at the trial, or which were 
prepared by a witness whom the Defendant intends to call at 
the t:izl when the results or reports relate to testimony of 
the witness; a.i 

TII. 

That the Defendant shall furnish the State a list of 
names and addresses ọf witnesses Defendant intends to call 
at trial. 

The State of Idaho moves further that the Court, 
pursuant to Rule 16(f) of the Idaho Rules of Criminal 
Practice and Procedure, order that the Defendant furnish the 
aforesaid list of witnesses, permit the inspection of the 
aforesaid documents and tangible Objects, and furnish the 
aforesaid reports of examinations and tests on or before the 
12th day of September, 1975, and further, that the aforesaid 
list of defense witnesses shall be furnished by mailing 
copies thereof to the prosecuting attorneys on or before the 
said date, and that the other incidents of discovery herein 
referenced be conducted on the 12th day of September, 1975, 
or other time agreeable to all parties, at the office of the 
Defendant's counsel in Nampa, Idaho. 

DATED This 2 2^ day of August, 1975. 


L 

Deputy Attorney General 

Special Assistant Prosecuting 
Attorney for Valley County 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have on this 4 Ee day of August, 
1975, served the foregoing PLAINTIFF' FOR DISCOVERY 

by placing a true and correct copy thereof in the United 
States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to Def nt's counsel, 
BRUCE O. ROBINSON, P. o Box 8, Nam Idaho 83651. 


Special Assistant Prosecutor 


PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY - Page 2 


o NAMPA, DANO 8308 be mE 


- e Gone 


— — cc ROSINGON 


P. O. Box 8 FILEO 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON E 
Attorney at Law ins 


Nampa, Idaho 83651 S 
Phone: 466-9284 SEP3 i975 


i 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OP * 
THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


2 2 2 „ 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, : 
-vs- ; 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, t 
Defendant. ) 
) 


COMES NOW the State of Idaho by and through ROBERT 
REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney, Valley County, and LYNN THOMAS, 
Deputy Attorney General, and BRUCE O. ROBINSON, Counsel for the 
Defense, and stipulate to the Court as follows: 

I. 

That the cutoff of all pre-trial motions shall be the 
10th day of September, 1975. 

II. 

That all briefs on all motions pending at the cutoff 
date shall be submitted to the Court on or before the 17th day 
ef September, 1975. 

III. 

That the hearing on all motions other than evidentiary 

shall be heard at Boise, Idaho on the 22nd day of September, 1975 


at the hour of 3:30 P.M. or as soon thereafter as counsel can be 


heard. 
STATE är DAHO County of valley. Ss, 
n em thet the foregoing is a true copy of 
the we e on file and of record in Gus court. 


Dated Gs, 


— — 


le STIPULATIONS and ORDER 


IV. 

That all evidentiary motions then pending shall be 
heard prior to the commencement of trial a“ Wallace, Idaho, 
Stoshone County, State of Idaho on ihe 6th day of October. 

v. 

That all pre-trial briefs shall be filed and delivered 

“© the Court on or before the lst day of Octobe , 1975. 
VI. 

That the commencement of trial in the above-entitled 

¿atter shall commence at 10 A.M. the 6th day of October, 1975. 


I — — —— —— 


VII. 

It is stipuiated that previous notice for hearings on 
“he pending motions zt 8 A.M. on the 12th day of August, 1975 is 
'acated and pursuant to tke above all of said motions shall be 
4 »eard on the 22nd day of September, 1975. 

VIII. 

That the Defeadant, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, shall be 
transported to the S^osg;one County Jail at Wallace, Idaho on the 
ch day of August, 1975, and remain there through his trial which 
-ommences the 6th day of October unless otherwise Specified by 


the Court. 


. POEM BI . 


Dated this 6th day of August, 1975. 


3 
Prosecuting Attorney, z 
County, Cascade 


BE? ROVED 


ROBIN 
Defendant 7 Nampa, " rdaho 


2- Sei T SS 626 


| 
ORDER 
The Court having read the above stipulation by Counsel 
for the State and for the Defendant and being appraised of the 
premises contained therein, hereby ORDERS as follows: 
l. That the cutoff of all pre-trial motions shall be 
the 10th day of September, 1975. 
2. That all briefs on all motions pending at the cut- 
off date shall be submitted to the Court on or before the 17th day 
| of September, 1975. 
2 3. That the hearing on all not ions other than eviden- 
H tiary shall be heard at Boise, Idaho on the 22nd day of September, 
i 1975, at the hour of 3:30 P.M. or as soon thereafter as counsel 
can be heard. 
3 4. That all evidentiary motions then pending shall be 
i heard prior to the commencement of trial at Wallace, Idaho, 
* Shoshone County, State of Idaho on the 6th day of October. 
5. That all pre-trial briefs shall be filed and 
delivered to the Court on or before the lst day of October, 1975. 


6. That the commencement of trial in the above-entitled 


NET 
^ ATTORNEY AT LAW 


matter shall commence at 10 A.M. the 6th day of October, 1975. 
7. It is stiuplated that previous notice for hearings 


on the pending motions at 8 A.M. on the 12th day of August, 1975 


heard on the 22nd day of Septenber, 1975. 
8. That the Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, sahll be 
transported to the Shoshone County Jail at Wallace, Idaho on the 
Or af Soso Tiere N, Convenios N f Aor yel of 
7th day of August, 1975, ane remain there through his trial which 
commences the 6th day of October unless otherwise specified by 


the Court. 
Dated this //7@aay of August, 1975. 


RAY CHT 


ó 
is vacated and pursuant to the above all of said motions shall be 
4 
District Judge 
t 


Page 3 and FINAL- STIPULATIONS and ORDER 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL OISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KEX VALLEY 


"m . J. RAY DURTSCHI .—..... ..SEPTEMBER em 19 75 
District Judge 


September 4, 1975 
Í í Date 


COURT MINUTES 
The State of Idaho 


intiff - V.C. 2165 
vs Plaintiff No. V.C. 41 


— ——— — 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 


mmm 
Appearances: 
` Lyna Thomaa Counsel for State 
Deputy Atterney General 
* Bruce Robinson 


Counsel for Defendant 
Defendant not present. 


‘Hearing on miscellaneous motions. 


E — no objections the Court continued this hearing until 9:30 a.m., 
September 5, 1975. 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: ss, 

| heresy certify that the foregoing is a true copy of 
th E »n file and of record in this court. 

Date S7 


arany i Hakk ou 
Repor ter: John Gambee Approved by: 
Clerk: Orya — 


— — — ñꝗᷣ > -9 — — 


n — 
p 


; September 4, 1975 a 
Dated: rict Judge 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADK VALLEY 


HON, J, RAY DURTSCHI SEPTEMBER Tera 19.75 
DISTRICT JUDGE GE 


September 5, 1975 


Date 
COURT MINUTES 

The State of Idaho } 

Plaintiff - ) We. _V.C,_ 2165 
ve ) 
Thomas Eugene Creech ) 

Defendant - 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
Am ss ances: 
Lyna Thomas Counsel for State 

Deputy Attorney General 3 

Bruce 0. Robinson Counsel for Defendant 


Defendant not present. 


Weste. sontionst from September 4, 1975 on miscellaneous motions 
of State and Deferdant. 


State's Motion for Production of Handwriting Exemplars - 
Argument. 
The Court granted motion upon supplemental showing in support of motion. 


State's Motion for Psychiatric Study - 
There being no objection the Court granted motion 


State's Motion for Discovery - 
There being no objection the Court granted motion. 


Counsel to prepare orders. 


Defendant's Motion for Discovery and Inspection - 
There being no objection the Court granted motion. 


No ruling necessary on Defendant's Notice of Association of Co-Counsel. 


Defendant's Motion regarding special equipment and supplies. - 

Argument re/typewriter and writing paper. 

The Court denied motion as to typewriter and directed Counsel for State to 
consult with Sheriff or Prosecuting Attorney of Shoshone County as to 
availability of pen, pencil and paper for Defendant. 


Defendant's motion for Pre-Trial Conference - 

Argument. 

The Court granted Defendant's motion for Pre-Trial Conference October 3, 1975 
at 9:2) K n., for all motions thar would require Defendant to be present and 
set September 22, 1975 gor pre-trial conference for all motions that do not 


require the Defendant to be present. 


Defendant's Motion for Allcwance of Subpoena of Witnesses - 
Argument. 


— 
The State of Idaho September 5, 1975 
vs V.C. 2165 

Thomas Eugene Creech Page -2- 


The Court denied defendant's motion except for witnesses subpoenaed by State 
and rejected tenderédsubpoend for the State without prejudice. 


Counsel to prepare orders. 


REPORTER: ______John Gambee . 
CLERK: | —  marya —0 — 
DATE: September 5, 1975 


STATE OF IDAHO. County of Valley ss, 
! hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of 
the originai on file and of record in this court. 

Le 


Date? 


— A A MT" 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

VALLEY COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
P.O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone: 382-4270 


LYNN E. THOMAS 

Deputy Attorney General FILEO 
Special Assistant Prosecutor 
Attorney General's Office 8893 


Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 2 
Telephone: 384-2400 e eg de ren 


Attorneys for Plaintiff 


— Pw 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OP IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OP IDAHO, 


) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) No. 2165 
v. ) 
) 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 4 MOTION FOR THE PRODUCTION 
Defendant. : OF HANDWRITTING EXEMPLARS 
) 


COMES NOW the State of Idaho and moves that the Defendant, 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, be ordered by the court to furnish hand- 
writting exemplars in order to enable the State to obtain an 
expert opinion with respect to the authorship of certain 
handwritten statements and representations of the Defendant, 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, which may be introduced in evidence at 
Defendant's trial or in proceedings related to suppression of 
evidence. 

DATED This [n of September, 1975. 


Deputy Attorney General 
Special Assistant Prosecutor 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Vahey ss. ef 
the foregoing is * true cony 
1 hereby certify "hi 


the original on fie and of record in this court 
Dated: 


Ie € [^^ A qu 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have on the Ph aay of 
September, 1975, served the foregoing MOTION FOR THE PRO- 
DUCTTON OF HANDWRITING EXEMPLARS by personally serving a 
true and correct copy thereof upon Bruce 0. Robinson, 
Attorney at Law, P.O. Box 8, Nampa, Idaho 83605, attorney 
for Defendant. 


Deputy Attorney General 
State of Idaho 


MOTION FOR THE PRODUCTION OF 
HANDWRITTING EXEMPLARS, Page 2 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

VALLEY COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
P.O. BOX 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone: 382-4270 


o, 
LYNN E. THOMAS 
Deputy Attorney General ean Fu 
Special Assistant Prosecutor et TL 
Attorney General's Office SEO 1975 
Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 pum « . 
Telephone: 384-2400 E 2 ge A ^, 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 

Plaintiff, No. 2165 
v. 
MOTION FOR PSYCHIATRIC STUDY 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


— M — et Set Set Se Se Se ww 


COMES NOW the State of Idaho and moves that the 
court order the Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, to submit 
to full psychiatric interview and examination by Dr. F. LaMarr 
Heyrent and to psychological testing by a psychologist to be 
designated by Dr. F. LaMarr Heyrend, Psychiatrist, pursuant 
to I.C. $18-211. 

This Motion is made upon the ground that the psych- 
iatric examination heretofore forwarded by Dr. Michael Estess, 
upon appointment of the court, concerns itself with the Defendant's 
fitness to stand trial and does not afford the state sufficient 
information and evidence upon which to base its rebuttal of 
Defendant's insanity defense, for which notice has been 
heretofore filed. 

DATED This *. of September, 1975. 


true cocy cf 2 


ve « ^u nt. of valey s 


Ne certify that the foregoing — 
thie oF n file and of record in this court z . 
1 Depucy Attorney Gereral 

Date TLIA M Special Assistant Prosecutor 


mur d Sat - 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have on the y Ih aay of 
September, 1975, served the foregoing MOTION FOR PSYCHIATRIC 
STUDY ry personally serving a true and correct copy thereof 
upon BRUCE O. ROBINSON, Attorney at Law, P.O. Box 8, Nampa, 
Idaho 83605, attorney for Defendant. 


L . 
Deputy Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
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ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
VALLEY COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 


P. O. Box 759 we 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 FILED 
Telephone: 382-4270 A 2 


SPS 1975 


LYNN E. THOMAS 

Deputy Attorney General 22 

Special Assistant Prosecutor 7 * x, > 
Attorney General's Office Ta, chew, 
Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 

Telephone: 384-2400 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
`- STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


) 
) 

Plaintiff, ) NO. 2165 
) 

v. 8 ) PLAINTIFF'S 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, : MOTION FOR DISCOVERY 

) 

Defendant. ) 


COMES NOW the STATE OF IDAHO and moves, pursuant to 
Rule 16(b), Idaho Rules of Criminal Practice and Procedure, 
for the Court's order directing the Defendant and the De- 
fendant's Counsel to comply with said Criminal Rule 16(b) 


in the following particulars: 
I. 


That the Defendant shall permit the prosecutors to 


M spect and copy or photograph books, papers, documents, 
z : g otographs, tangible objects or copies or portions thereof, 
2 = i ich are within the possession, custody or control of the 
$ § - i fendant, and which the Defendant intends to introduce in 
24 : | vidence at the trial; and 


: | II 

8 = MI 

SE: À That the Defendant shall permit the State to inspect 

5 Fand copy or photograph any results or reports of physical or 
pE é E mentzl examinations and of scientific tests co: experiments 
made in connection with this case, or copies thereof, within 


the possession or control of the Defendant, which the Defendant 
intends to introduce in evidence at the trial, or which were 
prepared by a witness whom the Defendant intends to call at 
the trial when the results or reports relate to testimony of 
the witness; and 

III. 

That the Defendant shall furnish the State a ligt of 
names and addresses of witnesses Defendant intends to call 
at trial. 

The State of Tacho moves further that the Court, 
pursuant to Rule 16(f) of the Idaho Rules of Criminal 
Practice and Procedure, order that the Defendant furnish the 
aforesaid list of witnesses, permit the inspection of the 
aforesaid documents and tangible objects, and furnish the 
aforesaid reports of examinations and tests on or before the 
12th day of September, 1975, and further, that the aforesaid 
list of defense witnesses shall be furnished by mailing 
aia thereof to the prosecuting attorneys on or before the 
said date, and that the other incidents of discovery herein 
referenced be conducted on the 12th day of September, 1975, 
or other time agreeable to all parties, at the office of the 
Defendant's counsel in Nampa, Idaho. 

DATED This aI’ aay of August, 1975. 


L Ti 

Deputy Attorney General 

Special Assistant Prosecuting 
Attorney for Valley County 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
— — 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have on this 2 ab day of August, 
1975, served the foregoing PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY 

by placing a true and correct copy thereof in the United 
States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to Def t's counsel, 
BRUCE O. ROBINSON, P. O. Box 8, Nam 


Special Assistant Prosecutor 
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ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
VALLEY COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
P.O. Box 759 


Cascade, Idaho 83611 a — 
' Telephone: 382-4270 FILED 
O ën, EC EM 
LYNN E. THOMAS " SEPS 375 
Deputy Attorney Genera of 
Special Assistant Prosecutor FS", a . Att 
Attorney General's Office .. 4. * 


Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone: 384-2400 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
No. 2165 
v. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, NOTICE OF HEARING 


Defendant. 


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN That the Plaintiff's Motion For 
Psychiatric Study of the Defendant, the state's Motion For 
Production of Handwritting Exemplars of Defendant, and Motion 
For Plaintiff's Discovery will be, led up for hearing before 
the Honorable J. Ray Durtschi in the courthouse in Boise, 
Idaho on the fourth day of September, 1975, at the hour of 
3:30 o'clock p.m., or scon thereafter as counsel can be 
hear, it being understood by the State that Defendant's 
counsel will stipulate that the said matters may be heard upon 


short notice. 


DATED this 1 day of septe  -, 1975. 


LYNNZÉ. THOMAS 
Deputy Attorney General 
Special Assistant Prosecutor 


STATE OF IDANE Attorney for Valley Count 


I hereby certify that tne " g 
the original on file and of record i tis 


Datec: —— 


anergy A 


r 


CERTE CATE OF SERVICE 


HEREBY CERTI: haw . nave on the 7 — day of 


september, 1975, served the NOTICE OF HEARING by 


personally serving a true avc ucrreci copy thereof upon 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON, P.O. Box 83651. 


Xdaho 


eis Gesitt Prosecutor 


* 
f d 
LI 
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BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law — —- 


P. O. Box 8 FILED 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 WAM, oe * 

Phone: 466-9284 een 375 
Nery e Aass, 
Nen Creed ohare , 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTHJUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


ttt 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 


ew Ch MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND 


) 

) 

) 

) INSPECTION 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 8 
) 
) 
) 
) 


Defendant. 


e 
— 


The defendant, THOMAS E. CREECH, by and through counsel 
of record, BRUCE 0. ROBINSON, hereby moves the Court to enter 
its order as follows: 

1. Requiring the Attorney General to permit such 
counsel to inspect and copy or Photograph: any relevant written 
or recorded statements made by such defendant, or copies thereof, 
within the possession, custody or control of the state, the exis- 
tence of which is known or is available to the Attorney General's 
office by the exercise of due diligence; and also the substance 
of any relevant, oral statement made by such defendant whether 
before or after arrest to a peace officer, prosecuting attorney, 
Attorney General, or their agents. 

2. Reguiring the Attorney General to permit such 
counsel to inspect and copy or photograph any results o- reports 
of physical or mental examinations, and of scientific tests or 


experiments, made in connection with this case, or copies thereof, 


2 an thi- cout: 


i- MOTION FOR DISUQVERY Ast BEEN at Lille : Pus 
Ptaa a ec 


within the possession, custody or contro! of the Attorney General, 
the existence of which is known or is available to the Attorney 
General by the exercise of due diligence. 

3. Requiring the Attorney General to furnish to such 
defense counsel a written list of the names and addresses of 
all persons having knowledge or relevant facts who may be called 
by the state as witnesses at the trial, together with any record 
of prior felony convictions of any such person which is within 
the knowledge of the Attorney General. 

This motion is made on the grounds that such informati 
is necessary to the proper defense of this action and that the 
ends of justice will be served by granting this motion; and 
further made and based upon all of the records and files in this 


NAMPA, 10400 266. ——-—ꝝ—...]᷑.᷑8ñ3ññꝑ!-ꝑ—;ç cc 


action. 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


NOTICE OF HEARING 


The Attorney General's Office, Lynn Thomas, Deputy 
Attorney General, and Robert Remaklus, Prosecuting 
Attorney. 


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Defendant's Motion 

for Discovery and Inspection will be called up for hearing before 
this Court in the Courthouse at Boise „Idaho, on the 
day of September, 1975, at the hour of 7.30 o'clock 
gm., or as soon thereafter as counsel can va heard. 


- 
Dated this 2 day of August, 1975 


H Ses? 
certify trat on the Z^. day of ‘Auge, 19-25, 
placed in the U. S.:. $ 1, Idaho, post- 
22 prepaid, a copy of the fo-egcing instrument 


dressed to Counsel for Plaintiff. S 
mn Thomas, Dep. Atty. Gen., 
` pmo, Boise, Idaho 83702; 


fos. Att., Valley Cty. 
— Awe Cade, Idaho 83611 
‘gr 
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Phone: 466-9284 
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BRUCE O. ROBINSON ep 
Attorney at Law ed 
P. O. Box 8 FILES 
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Nampa, Idaho 83651 : * 8 
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JT Ne = 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


*o* *o* * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 
NOTICE OF ASSOCIATION OF 


adis CO-COUNSEL 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


— 2 — 22 — MÀ 


Defendant. 
S 
3 
8 
€ 
* TO: The Clerk of the above-captioned Court; the Plaintiff, 
2 The State of Idaho, and its counsel of record, Lynn 
EN Thomas, Deputy Attorney General of the State of Idaho, 
* and Robert Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney, Valley 
i County, Cascade, Idaho. 
o 
2 YOU, AND EACH OF YOU, ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that ROBERT 
i L. JONES, Attorney et Law, and GARY E. LEW, Legal Intern, both 
g of the law firm, ROBINSON & JONES, P.A., P. O. Box 8, Nampa, 
€ 
$ idaho 83651, are hereby associated as co-counsel for the Defen- 
DI 
Z dant in the above entitled action. 


^ 
Dated this 21 day of August, 1 


add 2 d! 721 . Plaintiff  .. . 

Lynn Thomas, Dep. Atty. Gen., Statehouse, Boise, Idaho oe _ 

Robert r At t., Valley Cty. Courthouse, Cascades, a 
7 g a Ze 


j Ne, . ^ 40 dee: st 
/^ i ee i is — 


E p . true py 


7 


* « Ace Jer 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law DË ee 
P. O. Box 8 FILED 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 a+ Ser 
Phone: 466-9284 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTHJUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


ese eee 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 


MOTION 
-vs- 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


* 

S? fi 
d | 

N 


Defendant. 


— ä — 


COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his Counsel 


w . P.O. 60108 - 


3 of record, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, and moves the Court for its 
Order allowing the Defendant to use a typewriter and writing 
paper during his incarceration in the Shoshone County jail, 
Wallace, Idaho, awaiting trial to commence October 6, 1975. 

This Motion is made on the grounds that said Defendant, 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, is in need of said equipment and material 


for his use in assisting his counsel ef dite s trial. 
^ d 
e 


Dated this 2 day of Augus 3 2 


Counse r Defendant 


i 
ó 
8 
Y 
2 
. oy of 
D 


NOTICE OF HEARING 
The Attorney General's Office, Lynn Thomas, Deputy 
Attorney General, and Robert Remaklus, Prosecuting 
Attorney. 


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Defendant's Motion 


vu ee — 
imme d 4 Ae. G 


| l- MCTION 


for allowance of special equipment and material to the Defendant, 
will be called up fo: hearing before this Court in the Courthouse 
at Boise » Idaho, on the 4th day of September, 1975, at 
A oO o'clock N., or as soon thereafter as counsel can 
be heard. 
Dated this P ai day of 


s TROB IN 
Defendant 


P A 
Cat 
Í 
alt 


4 - 
Icertify that on theZ** day ot. Baer. , 19 75, 
{placed in the U. S. Moll at Nampa, Idaho, post- 
age prepaid, a copy cf ihe foregoing instrument 
addressed to Counsel ior Plaintiff _ 
n., Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83702 
Robert Remaklus,Pros/@tt., Valley Cty. Courthouse, wm — A 


O. ROBINSON A 
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ATTORNLY AT LAW 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON 


Phone: 466-928. 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Attorney at Law FiLEO 
P. O. Box 8 — ̃ PESE 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 SEP5 1975 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


* * o^» * 


Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION FOR PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE 


Defendant. 


— — € € LÀ e — Set ww 


COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his Counsel 


of record, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, and moves the Court for its Order 


setting a Pre-Trial Conference in this matter to be hela on the 


3rd day of October, 1975, at the hour of 9:30 o'clock A.M., 


UCE O. ROBINSON 


of Criminal Procedure. 


L- MOTICN 


at the Courthouse in Wallace, Idaho. 


This Motion is made and based upon the records and 


files in said action, and pursuant to Rule 17.1 of the Idaho Rule 


4 ei 


D 
Dated this Bis day of 


NOTICE OF HEARING 


The Attorney General's Office, Lynn Thomas, Deputy 
Attorney General, and Robert Remaklus, Prosecuting 
Attorney, Cascade, Idaho. 


— O 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley s$, 
| heret y emt that the foregoing os a true copy of 
tt j of recore his court 


FOR PRE-TPIAL CONFERENCE , 
- Dote? Sive 


Due i 4 ec Clerk 


d 
\ 
\ 


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Defendant's Motion 
for Pre-Trial Conference will be called up fcr hearing before 
this Court in the Courthouse at Boise, idaho, on the 4th 
day of September, 1975, at the hour of 3:30 o'clock P.M., or 


as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 


` NAMPA, IDAHO %] te EE E E 


„. O. gong 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


d 
day cf Sept, 1925» 


ncm. Idaho, 


post- 


z i = : b lain tiff — A 1 
addressed to c fo. P ` house, Boise, Idaho 8370 
Lynn Thomas, Dep, Atty. Gen., en cnty. Courthouse, Cascade, 


Robert Remaklus, Prey Atty., 
. 7 i 


TTT 
D 
2 
Sg 
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Le 
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BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law D ge meen 
P. O. Box 8 FILED 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 e 
Phone: 466-9284 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


LA * 2 * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION FOR ALLOWANCE OF 
vs SUBPOENA OF WITNESSES 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


- NAMPA, IDAHO 0368 1m om E Dono 


Deferdant. 


. P. O. BOK 9 


COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his counsel 


D 


of record, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, and moves the Court for its Order 


allowing the issuance of Subpoenas for the following listed 


^ ATTORNEY AT LAW 


witnesses to be called by the defense, the fees and mileage there- 
H for to be charged against the County. 
i This Motion is made pursuant to Rule 17(a) of the Idaho 
e Rules of Civil Procedure and Idaho Code §19-3008, based upon the 
1 fact that said vitnesses evidence is material to the defense 
of this matter and the Deferdant cannot safely go to trial without 
them. This Motion is further made and based on the Affidavit 
filed concurrently herewith. 
The witnesses to be called are as follows: 


The Rt. Rev. Hanford L. King, 319 W. Washington, 
Boise, Idaho; 


Bishop Sylvester V. Treinen, 420 W. Idaho, Boise, 
Idaho; , 


herery e that the eee is a true copy ot 
the . n fie and of record in thws court. 


Dates SA 26 — 
Tang a 72 — 


l- MOTION FOR WITNESSES TO BE SUBPOENAED 


— — — ——ñꝛ—ů ñꝛů ůñ̃ j. ĩↄ ñ ——ů 


sone 


e NESSES 


V. O. BOX a 


^ ATTORNEY AT LAW 


nN 


——— re — Ha ĩ4— cee ere re HUT! O. HODINSON 
"3 A 
o 


Edwin Z. Stuart, Pt. #1, Box 214, Cataldo, Idaho; 


Sheriff Darrold Lyndskey, Valley County Sheriff, 
Cascade, Idaho; 


Sheriff Lou Gardner, Shoshone County Sheriff, 
Wallace, Idaho' 


Jon Barnes, S. Maple Grove Rd., Boise, Idaho' 
r. Michael Estess, 6003 Overland Rd., Boise, Idaho; 
Dr. J. O. Boxall, 824 17th Ave. So., Nampa, Idaho; 
Dr. David Weeks, 200 N. 3rd, Boise, Idaho; 
— Sheriff Chuck Palmer, Ada County Sheriff, Boise, Idaho; 
—Dr. F. LaMar Heyrend, 6003 Overland Rd., Boise, Idaho; 
Charles Horner, Ada County jail, Boise, Idaho; 


Lt. Dave Segel, Ada County Sheriff's Office, Boise, 
Idaho; 


Sgt. Tom Taylor, Ada County Sheriff's Office, Boise, 
Idaho; 


ud Mason, Chief of Narcotics, 7225 Bethel, Boise, 
Idaho; 


—Carol Spaulding, Idaho State Penitentiary, Boise, 
Idaho; 


Dr. A. M. Peterson, Wallace, Idaho 
Anton Szandor LaVey, San Francisco, California; 


Gene Elsheimer, Chief Deputy, Shoshone County Sheriff's 
Office, Wallace, Idaho; 


John Wickersham, Nampa, Idaho; 
Bill Creech, 


di 
Dated this 34 dey of fa- not  , 1925. 


BE TUROEINSON 
Counsel ker Defendant 
NOTICE OF HEARING 


The Atcorney General's Office, Lynn Thomas, Deputy 
Attorney General, and Pobert Remaklus, Prosecuting 


4 
2 
tr 


i 


Attorney. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Defendant's Motion 
for Witnesses to be Subpoenaed will be called up for hearing 
before this Court in the Courthouse at Boise, Idaho, on the 
4th day of September, 1975, at the hour of 3:30 o'clock P.M., 


or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 


+ NAMPA, IDAHO 03490 lanna mere EE EE ERU RES -o 4 


Thomas 1 
p D ., Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 8370 
P es kes, N M. Valley Cnty. Courthouse, Cascade, 
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BRUCE O. RCBINSON — 
Attorney at Law FILED 
P. O. Box 8 n 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 adii " 975 
Phone: 466-9284 o 
p p de vg 22 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


a $ * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, ) E 
) AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
-vs- ) FOR ALLOWANCE OF SUBPOENA 
) OF WITNESSES 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, : 
Defendant. : 
) 
STATE OF IDAHO ! 
ss. 
| County of Canyon ) 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON, after being first duly sworn, 
deposes and says: 

That he is Counsel of record for the Defendant, 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, and makes this Affidavit in support 
of Defendant's Motion for Allowance of Subpoena of Witnesses, 
the fees and mileage therefor to be charged against the County. 

Your affiant states that all of the witneeses 
listed in the Motion, to be called by the defense, are necessary 
and proper and their evidence is material to the defense. That 
the testimony of each of said witnesses will be directed to 
the character and personality of the defendart, his life's past 
and mental defect, and his involvement in motivation of his 


Idaho charges. That the Defendant cannot safely go to trial 


without said testimony. * T dd alme Gi 
here tty that the foregoing is a tue copy of 
"je and ot record in tus court. 
Dated E 
esr A PES ^ QE" 
l- AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR ALLOWANCE OF SUBPOENA OP 
WITNESSES 


That some of the Subpoenas for said witnesses have | 
already been issued for reason that the Court was not available | 
and that lead time for said Subpoenas was necessary to advise 
those being subpoenaed that they would be called to Valiace, 
Idaho, allowing them the ability to arrange their schedules 
and their work and professional activities to make themselves 
available to said Subpoenas. 

Further, your affiant sayeth no 


NAMPA, IDAHO OO ST 


/ A 
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to beford me this Jf day ot CL 


1975. 4 Q 7 
Diis ES 


"à lo c 
i (SEAL) : Residence; Nampa, Idaho 
2 


+ ATTORNEY AT LAW. 


I certity that on Wed day ot SEP 18.28. 

| placed in the U. S. Mail at Nampa, lara, post 

age prsp2id, a copy of the foregoing instrument 

addressed to Counsel for. £ 

Lynn Thomas, Dep. Atty. Gen., Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83701 


Robert Remak Pres. Atty., Valley Cnty. Courthouse, Cascade, 
Idaho 8361 


ICE O. ROBINSON 
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THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


NO. 2165 
ORDER 


eviewed the foregoing PLAINTIFF'S 

1 considered the contents thereof, 
follows: 

dant shall permit the Plaintiff's 

d copy or photograph books, papers, doc- 
angible objects or copies or portions 
hin the possession, custody or control 


ich Defendant intends to introduce 


ORA a 
That Defendant shall permit the Plaintiff to 
— copy een any results or reports of 


* CS wa NN... or control of the Defendant, 
Defendant intends to introduce in evidence at trial, 


S 
foregone © a tue copy of 
7 and of record in tus court. 


or whic! were prenared by a witness whom Defendant intends to 
call at the triai when the results or reports relate to testi- 
mony of the witness: 

III. That the Defendant shall furnish the Plaintiff a 
list of names and addresses of all witnesses Defendant intends 
to call at trial; 

IY. That the Defendant furnish the aforesaid list of 
witnesses, permit the inspection of the aforesaid documents 
and tangible objects, and furnish the aforesaid reports of 
examinations and tests on or before the 12th day of September, 
1975, and further, that the aforesaid list of defense witnesses 

yall be fur.ished by mailing copies thereof to the prosecuting 
attorneys on or before the said date, and that the other in- 
cidents of discovery herein referenced Le conducted on the 

12th day of September, 1975, or other time agreeable to all 


parties, at the office of Defendant's counsel in Nampa, Idaho. 


DATED This df TA day of SR, 1975. 


Z ES: Tudge 


ppnro . ~ 2 


+X THE DISTRICT COURT OF HE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
Or THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
plaiutiff, 
Ve 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


NANA NANA NA NA eee 
o 
"m 
oc 
cri 
E 
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Plaintiff's Motion For Psychiatric Study came on 
before the court on the 5th day of September, 1975, and 
the court, being fully advised in the premises and in the 
law, and no objection having been made by the Defendant, 
now, therefore, 

IT IS ORDERED That the Plaintiff's Motion For 
Psychiatric Study be granted and the Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE 
CREECH, is ordered to submit to complete psychiatric inter- 
views and examination by Dr. F. LaMarr Heyrend, Boise, Idaho, 
at such times as the said Dr. F. LaMarr Heyrend may determine, 
and to complete psychological testing by a Psychologist to 
be designated by the said Dr. F. LaMarr Heyrend. 

The report of the said examining psychiatrist and 
Psychologist should include: d 

a. A descrip ion of the nature of the examination; 

b. A diagonsis of the mental condition of the 
defendant; i 

c. If the defendant suffers from a mental disease 
or defect, an opinion as to his capacity to understand the 
proceedings against him and to assist in his own defense; 

d. An opinion as to the extent, if any, to which 
the capacity of the defendant to appreciate the wrongfulness 


of his condue 2 co conform his conduct to the requirements 


the 2) oF TRCOrg In this 


oon Pekah 
ranp € A. — 


of law was impaired at th. time of the criminal conduct 
charged and 

e. An opinion as to the capacity of the defendant 
to entertain mental states of malice aforethough and pre- 
meditation, all pursuant to the requirements of Idaho Code 
$18.211. 

The said report shall be submitted as soon as 
practicable, but in any event not later than 1 October, 1975. 

Defendant shall submit to such number of examina- 
tions as shall be necessary in the judgment of the examining 
psychiatrist. 

DATED This £L» day of September, 1975. 


ORDER, P. 2 


In the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 


State of Idaho, In and ror the County of XX VALLEY 


‘The State of Idatio 


Picintift 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
ic PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d) I.R.C.P. 
Thomas Eugene Creech * 
FILED > 
Defendani TR ven Heel, ag 
Sept + 1375 2 
Ze . Chek 
I J W. Crutcher, the undersigned authority, do hereby certify 


that | have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the listed below). 


— 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) I.R.C.P. te each of the attorneys of record in this cause in 


envelopes addressed as follows: 
Stipulation & Order 


Ms Victoria White State's Motion for Production 
Clerk of the District Court State's Motion for Psychíatri 
Shoshone County Study 
Box 1049 State's Motion for Discovery 
Wallace, Idaho 83873 Notice of Hearing (9-4-75) 

Def's Motion for Discovery 
Bruce O. Robinson Def's Notice of Association o 
P O. Box 8 e S Co- Counsel 
Nampa, Idaho Def's Motion 

Def's Motion for Pre-Trial 
Lynn Thomas Def's Motion for Allowance of 
Deputy Attorney General Subpoena of Witnesses 
State House Def's Affidavit in Support of 
Boise, Idaho Motion 

Order 
Robert H. Remaklus $3444 


P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, idaho 


J. W. CRUTCHER 
bk KE E 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 


Valley mpexfounty, Idaho 


showy 
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Beputy Clerk 
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BRUCE O. ROBINSCN 
Attorney at Law 


P. O. Box 8 E 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 FILEO 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


LA * * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 


— MOTION TO SUPPRESS EVIDENCE 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


— — — — —À e — MÀ Set — MÀ 


COMES NOW the Defendant, above named, and moves this 
Court to Order a suppression of the Voluntary Statement allegedly 
made by the Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, on or about the 8th 
day of November, 1974, for reason that the said Voluntary State- 
ment was taken at a time when the said THOMAS EUGENE CREECH was 
under the influence of non-prescriptive drugs, i.e., LSD (window- 
pane form) and then and there not in control of his mental 
faculties, and not aware of the cautions and warnings he had 
been given in being entitled to counsel and his right not to 
make any statements without the advice and presence of counsel. 


Dated this / day of September, 197577 
Ait — pere ) 


BITC fe 
SI vi Cz 
SEE. CY — d 8 
~~ BRUCE O. SINSON 


Counsel for Defendant 
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Attorney at Law 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


*o* * *o* 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 


MOTION FOR SEPARATE EXAMINATION 


OF JURORS 
———————M— —————E 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


eee Set Set À "—À Se —À MÀ 


COMES NOW the Defendant, above named, and moves the 
Court for its Order allowing the selection of the Jury to proceed 
by examination cf each prospective juror out of the physical 
presence and hearing of the other Prospective jurors. This 
Motion is based upon tne fact that this cause heretofore had 
been scheduled for trial and the selection of a jury attempted 
in Cascade, Idaho, on or about the 20th day of May, 1975, and 
that the selection of the jury was not attained for reason of 
prejudice expressed or shown. 


This Motion is further based upon the premise that each 


‘of the jurors queried on their qualifications to sit as a juror 


in this matter rust be done in a manner so that the answers 
given by other jurors will not be adopted by the later queried 
jurors, and an unsound result be obtained therefrom. 

It is recognized by the Defendant that this is a matter 


solely within the discretion of the Court and that there is no 


— 
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binding effect of any precedent on the Court in a matter of this 
nature. The Defendant, however, does strongly urge the Court to 
approve this manner of selecting the jury in the best interest 
of justice and all parties concerned. 


2 
Dated this ( day of September, 1975. 
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BRUCE ©. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law 
P. O. Box 8 I 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 FILEO 
Phone: 466-9284 —— 72 — 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION FOR CHANGE OF 
vs LOCATION OF TRIAL 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ewe Set Set e www ww 
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COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his counsel 
of record, and moves this Court for its Order allowing a change 


of location of the tria! in the above entitled action, ¿rom 


| 


K 


said trial to commence as scheduled on October 6, 1975. 
This Motion is made and based upon the Affidavit 


Wallace, Shoshone County, Idaho, to Boise, Ada County, Idaho, 


' 
t 


filed concurrently herein and upon the records and files in 
this action. 


Dated this // day of Septemb Wi 
Zeg 


Bob OF IDAHO, County of Valley: ss, 


wer y oe tity thet the foregoing is a true copy of 
and of record in this court. 


ney a a dëi Clerk 
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BRUCE O. ROBINSON 

Attorney at Law 

P. O. Box 8 LA 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 FILED 
Phone: 466-9284 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 

Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 

-vs- AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF 

MOTION FOR CHANGE OF LOCATION 
OF TRIAL 


NAMPA, IDAHO 6365 ter ˙ e ce ee 
- E 
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"ei, 
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THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


— — — — — —À www ww 
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3 STATE OF IDAHO ) 
- ) ss. 
> County of Canyon , 
E BRUCE O. ROBINSON, after being first duly sworn, deposes 
« 
and says: 
That he is the attorney for the above-named Defendant 
and has been the Defendant's attorney since the 6th day of June, 


1975. 


which occurred from November 3, 1974, up to and including his 
date of entry into the above entitled matter as counsel on June 
6 1975. Those familiarities include not only the out-of-state 
trips which were made with the defendant, Thomas Fugene Creech, 
but also the several sessions law enforcement had with the Defen- 
dant under the use of sodium amytalhypnosis and polygraph. 


* 


,..Your.affiant has also familiarized himself with all 


ov of 
horon 


D 
$ 
That your affiant is fully aware of all pf the events 


Walley County, State of Idaho, to try this case. 


Your affiant did on or about the 10th day of July, 1975, 
d again on the 7th day of August, 1975, argue to the Court that 
above entitled matter could be tried in the city of Boise, 
County, State of Idaho, as well as the same could be tried 
Wallace, Shoshone County, State of Idaho. The Court, however, 
that time, and under the circumstances and information then 
yailable to the Court, transferred the venue of the case to 
lace, Si.oshone County, State of Idaho. 

The events which have now taken place since the Court's 
sion are that no Judge normally sitting in the First District 
the State of Idaho could break from their schedule and cal 
| preside at the trial of this matter and the Judge to be appoin 
remandeJ to the consideration of the Court Coordinator attach- 
to the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho. His Honor, the 
horable J. Ray Durtschi, has been reappointed to preside at the 
, al of this matter and the said Judge Durtschi resides in the 
of Boise and has his chambers there. 


$ That the prospective witnesses to be called to testify 
NA... matter, for the most part, reside in Southwestern Idaho, 


í and since the trial of this matter appears to be one which will 


| be protracted and of lengthly duration, the expenses to be incur- 


red by both the State and the defense are prohibitive. 
d Your affiant has, for a period of two months, been 


f attempting to obtain housing arrangements for himself and staff 


in the Wallace area, to no avail. Your affiant has been seeking 


" 
GC? 
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ither a home, an apartment, or a trailer home, and finds none 
to be available. Your affiant believes and therefore states 
that housing facilities for the witnesses will be practically 
non-existent. Your affiant believes and therefore states that 
should a jury be necessary in this case, the jury would be 
sequested after their selection and adequate housing facilities 
for the jury would not be readily available. 

The Ada County jail facilities are as adequate as are 
the jail facilities of Shoshone County, and the overall security 
of the Ada County Court and jail facilities are as much, if not 
greater than the facilities of Shoshone County. 

The personnel involved in the prosecution of this case 
are from the State of Idaho, i.e., Cascade, Idaho, and Boise, 
Idaho. Counsel for the defendant resides at Nampa, Idaho. 

The area of Ada County, State of Idaho, has a much 
greater population than the area of Shoshone County, Idaho, 


and, therefore, a larger populated group from which to select 


H 


On the 2nd day of September, 1975, when there nad in 
fact been absolutely no activity in the above entitled case, the 
Idaho Statesman again published an account of the Creech case, 
as a reminder to its reading public that the case was still pend- 
ing and scheduled for trial October 6, 1975. A copy of this 
publication is attached hereto and marked Exhibit "1". This 
information originally from the Statesman at Boise, Idaho, was 
apparently put on the news wires since it was published almost 
verbatim in the Spokane Daily Chronicle on Tuesday, September 2, 
1975. A copy of said publication is attached hereto marked 
Exhibit "2". The Spokane Deily Chronicle has a general circulatio 
in the Northern Idaho are: and specifically in Coeur D'Alene, 
Kellogg and Wallace. 


The article published by the Statesman, and news wired, 
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relates among other things the following: "Ada County Sheriff, 

F. C. Palmer says Creech has been taken to several different 
states to lead authorities on searches for bodies of murder vic- 
tims". It is your affiant's belief, and he therefore states that 
the new medias' releases made in late 1974 and up until this 
Court's Publicity Order dated May 27, 1975, have had a prejudicial 
effect in all areas of the State of Idaho, including Wallace, 
Idaho. That the recent publication on September 2, 1975, and 


released by the news vire service to the Spokane Daily Chronicle, 


has had a much more prejudicial effect on the city of Wallace, 
Idaho, than the same has had on the City of Boise. 

Your affiant believes and therefore states that Wallace, 
IGaho, being the small community that it is, has beer, and is 


more effected by the media releases for the fact that Thomas 


effect of the new publications and opinions by the City of Boise. 
In the City of Boise, Ada Ccunty, the Thomas Eugene Creech case 
would not be the only activity going on in the County. 

The extra costs of transportation for all persons 
involved, including attorneys, their statf and witnesses, make 
the trial of this matter in Wallace, Idaho, economically prohibi- 
tive. 

On or about the 5th day of September, 1975, your affiant 
did advise this Court of the total aspects of the defendant's 
theories to produce at the tria! of this matter. Those expounded 
by your affiant would include the probable full disclosure of 
all activities the Defendant has encaged in in his lifetime. 

The theories of the defense, in your affiant's opinion, will 
be undisputed by this court for the purpose of showing the entire 
character of the defendant, which the jury is entitled to know. 


The theories expounded for full disclosure, in the estimation 


be 
i 


Eugene Creech is to be tried in their communtiy, than does the 


of your affiant, would be advantageous for ell purposes to show 
| motivation of the Defendant in the circumstance of the two deaths 


^e is accused of in the State of Idaho. 


It is your affiant's belief, and he therefore states 
that whether tnis casae is tried to the Court sitting without 
a jury, or to the Court vith a jury, that a fair, unbiased and 
unprejudiced trial can be held in the City of Boise, Ada County, 
State of Idaho. For all of the above-mentioned reasons, your 
affiant does sincerely submit to the Court's consideration, the 
Motion to set the locale for the trial in the above entitled 
matter in the City of Boise, Ada County, State of Idaho, to 
commence as scheduled on 6th day of October, 1975. 
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2 SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this gz day of 
E. — 
i September, 1975. 
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Trial Date 
For Creech | 


The Associated Press 
The first degree murder trial of 
T omas Eugene Creech, which may be 
one of the longest in Idaho history, will 
begin Oct. 6 in Wallace, District Judge 
J. Ray Durtschi said Monday. 
Durtschi said he dida't know how 


long the trial may last, but Creech’s at. 


lorney, Bruce O. Robinson of Nampa, 
said it will take three to six weeks for 


the defense to present its case. E 
Creech. 24, is charged with slaying t 
D 


Thomas Edward Amoid, M, Lancaster, 
Tex. and John Wayne Bradford, 44, 
Brewnsboro, Ala. and leaving ther 
boites alongside the highway south cf 
Donnelly last November. 


Ki 
i 


Creech's trial was transferred from 4 . 


: Valley County to Wallace last May 


when Durtschi ruled that because of 
Pretrial publicity Cre ech could not re 
ceive a fair trial in Cascade. 

After Durtschi's decision to move the 
triai, Creech was shu‘fed from jail to 


. jad. He has been heid periodically in 


the Idaho County jail in Grangeville é 
anc in the Ada County jail in Boise, 

Early in August, he was transferred 
to the modern Sheshune County jait in 
Wallace. e 

Less thann a week after ce was 
transperted ta Wallace to await his 
trial, Creech was hospitalized for a 
brief time after he feil from Nis cell 
bunk. 

Ada County Sheriff E.C. Palmer says 
Creech has been taken to several dif. 
ferent states to bead authorities on 
searches for bodies of murder victims. 

1n May, Creech narrowly escaoed in- 
jury when a plane crash - lande va the 
Gesert while bringing him back from 
Barstow, Caiif. 
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EXHIBIT "2" 


Murder Trial 
Expected Long 


BOISE, Idaho (AP) — A 
murder trial which attorneys 
say may be the 
Idaho hi 


history 
scheduled ta start Oct. 6 in 
Wallace, District Judge J. 
Ray Durtschi said Monday. 


| — Durfschi said he didn't 


know how long the trial may 
last, but Bruce O Robinson of 
Nampa estimated :t will take 
three fo six weeks for him to 
present a defense for Thomas 
Eugene Creech, 24. 


Creech is charged with 
slaying Thomas Edward 


Arnold. N. Lancaster, Tex, 


and John Wayne Bradford, 
4A, Brownsbero. Aia, and 


leaving their bodies alongside 


the highway south of Donnel- 
ty last November. 

The trial was transferred to 
Wailace last May when 


H 
1 


Cascade because of pre-trial 
publicity. 

Creech, a former church 
sexton at Portland, Cre., also 
is wanted by Oregon au- 
thorities. 

He faces first-degree 


murder charges in that state 
in a pair 1973 shooting 
deaths. 


Ada County Sheriff E. C. 
Palmer says Creech has been 
taken to several different 
states to lead authorities on 
searches for bodies of murder 
Se In Mar po 
Rarrowly esca 
when a plane crash landed ca 
the desert while bringing him 
back from Barstow, Calif 


— À À 
D 


Durtschi ruled Creech could ; 


. i not receive a fair trial in 
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BRUCE O. ROBINSON 

Attorney at Law 

P. O. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 aa 
Phone: 466-9284 FILEO 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


a 2 * «„ „ 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION FOR TRIAL TO THE COURT 
wee WITHOUT A JURY 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


COMES NOW, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, by and through his 
Counsel of Record, BRUCE 0. ROBINSON, and moves the Court to 
grant an Order allowing this matter to be tried to the Court 
setting without a jury. This motion is based upon the belief of 
the Defendant and his counsel that a true legal interpretation of 
the facts of circumstances warrants only a finding of second 
degree murder in the occurrences which took place in the state of 
Idaho that are subject matter of these charges. This motion is 


further based upon the fact that there has heretofore been preju- 


dicial news media released which will be extremely difficult to 
cure and correct in any local in the state of Idaho. This motion 
is also based upon the fact that in the recitation of witnesses 
testimony the extreme coarse, crude and profane language which is 
a part and parcel of the entire state and defense presentation 


will in and of itself cause prejudice among the various members of 


l- MOTION 
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the jury. The testimony of witnesses and statements to be admit- 
ted contain such coarse, crude and profane language that the jury 
members will suffer «xtreme embarrassment which may in and of 
itself be a cause for juror challenging and difficulty in selec- 
ting a fair, unbaised and pnprejudice jury. 


Dated this day of S pole. bef, 1975. 
Mt a —— 


QSINSON 
'or Defendant 


Attorney 


— — 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law 
P. O. Box 8 


Nampa, Idaho 83551 Se 
: 466-9284 FiLED 


Phone: 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 


IS 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL LISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


* d *$ * * 


Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 


DEFENDANT'S LIST OF WITNESSES 


~~ IN RESPONSE TO COURT'S ~ 
~~ BYSCOVERY ORDER 


Defendant. 


The names and addresses of all prospective witnesses 


anticipated to be called by the Defendant, at the present time 


are as follows: 


The Rt. Rev. Hanford L. in. 
mds Sylvester . Treinen, DF 
"vin z. Stuart, GN  (— n; 


Sheriff Darrold Lyndskey, Valley County Sheriff, 
Cascade, Idaho; 


Sheriff Lou Gardner, Shoshone County Sheriff, 
Wallace, Idaho; 


Jon Barnes, PP ite eee 

Dr. Michael Estess, (eens 
Dr. J. o. san. — Hi — 
Dr. David weeks, o 5 ] 
Sheriff Chuck Palmer, VE ͤ?ͤ——p 
apu Seer ci WEN, cleans f ebe, A 


„ twe copy of 
nons ca file ang of record m this court 


, 
Cae) SV LIC. ee 


N RESPONSE 10 COURT'S DISCOVERY 
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een = . 
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— —ÿ]ÿ‚— SHUCE O. ROBINSON 


Dr. F. LaMar Heyrend, ERE RT 
Charles Korner, . 


Bud Mason, Chief of Narcotics, 


Carol Spaulding, 


Dr. A. M. Peterson, ZE 


Gene Elsheimer, Chief Deputy, Shoshcne County Sheriff's 
Office, Wallace, Idaho; 


John Wickersham, Nampa. Idaho; 
Bill Creech, Cincinnati, Ohio; 
Lynn Plowman, Meridian, Idaho; 
Jim Hileman, Adams County Sheriff, Council, Idaho; 


Tom Ambrose, 


2 
Dated this / A ay of September, 1975. 
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BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law 

P. O. Box 8 ao 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 FILED 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT CF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


ese * * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


eo 
-TVS- 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


—— À— — — — — MÀ — — — 


I hereby certify that on the 10th day of September, 
1975, I served a copy of the following listed documents: 
Motion for Trial to the Court Without a Jury; 


Defendant's List of Witnesses in Responss to 
Court's Discovery Order; 


Motion for Change of Location of Trial; 


Affidavit in Support of Motion for Change of 
location of trial; 


Motion for Separate Examination of Jurors; 
Motion to Suppress Evidence. 
in the above entitled action upon the foilowing: 


LYNN THOMAS, Deputy Attorney General, Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 


83702; and 


ROBERT REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney Valley County Courthouse, 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


by depositing a copy of the same in the United States mail, 
postage prepaid, in an envelope to the above namned-attorneys 
— 


at their addresses as the same are last known to me. 


egong is a true odpy of 


Js x » fie aot of record in thws court. 
Dated se. 
Pel asp a est — 


A 


S 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

Valley County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O, Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone: 382-4270 


LYNN E. THOMAS 


Deputy Attorney General MET 

Special Assistant Prosecutor FILED 

Attorney General's Office — . E 

Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 SEP1 0197S 

Telephone: 384-2400 2 -.. 
Ta 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) No. 2165 
v. ) 
} MOTION IN LIMINE 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 
) 


The State of Idaho moves that the following be excluded 
at trial for the reasons stated: 


A. Evidence of the Defendant's alleged involvement 
with satanic cults and of his alleged witness 
to human sacrifies performed in connection 
therewith, for the reason that such evidence 
is irrelevant; 


B. The testimony of Anton Azandor Lavey on any 
matter not related to facts tending to prove 
or disprove the charges pending against 
defendant, for the reason that such testimony 
would be irrelevant; 


C. Evidence of other crimes which Defendant is 
purported to have committed except to the 
extent that such evidence is relevant when 
tested by existing case law standards 
governing the admissibility of such evidence, 
for the reason of irrelevance; 


D. Evidence of the Defendant's alleged involve- 
ment with criminal syndicates, prominent public 
figures and others in criminal enterprises 
unless such evidence is shown to be relevant 
to proof or disproof of the charges pending 
against Defendant, herein, for the reason of 
irrelevance; 


E. Evidence of or related to the philosophy of 
satanism, exorcisn, possession by demons and 
any related evidence, on the ground of irrel- 
evance; 

tere^y “Ty "raf ot^ egone > true -upy of 
èn „ „ on tie and n record in this court. 
Hure - 
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F. Evicence of the Defendant's purported involve- 
ment with motorcycle gangs except to the extent 
that such may be legitimately relevant to issues 
raised by the pending charges. 

Plaintiff further moves that in the event Defendant 
plans to offer evidence in any of the above categories, 
Defendant be required to show the substance of such testimony 
prior to trial in order that its relevance or lack thereof 
may be determined in advance of trial. 


DATED This 10th day of September, 1975. 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
Valley County Prosecuting Attorney 


f. 


Deputy Attorney General 
Special Assistant Prosecutor 


ATTORNEYS FOR THE 
STATE OF IDAHO 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing MOTION IN LIMINE was placed in the United States 
mail, postage prepaid, and addressed to BRUCE 0. ROBINSON, 
P. O. Box 8, Nampa, Idaho 83651, Attorney for Defendant. 


DATED This 10th day of September, 1975. 


* ant Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
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MOTION IN LIMINE, P. 2 


In the District Court of tas Fourth Judicial District of the 


State of Idaho, In and For the County of XXX VALLEY 


The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff 
és CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d) I.R.C.P. 
‘ "pal E 
Thomas Eugene Creech FILED 
Defendant PT Xa Et —̃ —ñ— 
* die, E 
Ex 
1. . U. Crutcher ooo the undersigned authority, do vu diy 


that | have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 
Motion in Limine 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) 1.R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause in 


envelopes addressed as follows: 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 1049 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Bruce O. Robinson 


P. O. Box 8 
Nampa, Idaho rf 
Lyon Thomas 
tate House 
Boise, Idak. 73720 
Robert H Remaklus 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho £3 Gi 
J. W. CRUTCHER 
Tweng 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
ValleyZex County, Idaho 
By ee, 
eputy Clerk 
STATE OF IDAHO 


l hereby certity that the toregoins « true copy o 


the origina! on file end of racord in thes court 


Dates SZ eve — 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

Valley County Prosecuting Attorney 
. O. Box 759 5 - 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 y Em 


Telephone (208) 382-4270 KR. ee 
areas 275 
LYNN E. THOMAS lue. ; 
Deputy Attorney General ada aet 7 tke CEA 
k FETA e 


Special Assistant Prosecutor lt 
Attorney General's Office 

Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 

Telephone: 384-2400 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY op SHOSHONE 


6. Criminal Case No. 


Plaintiff, APFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF ORDER 
FOR COMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OP 


bin: WITNESSES 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


— — — — — Se OO 


Defendant. 


STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Valley ) 

Robert H. Remaklus, being first duly sworn upon oath, 
deposes and says: 

That he is Prosecuting Attorney of Valley County, Idaho, 
and makes this Affidavit in support of Plaintiff's Motion for 
an order to be endorsed on each subpoena, for conpu'cory att- 
endance of witnesses in the above entitled action pursuant to the 
provisions of Section 19-3009, Idaho Code. 

That the testimony and evidence of all the witnesses here- 
inafter named are material and that the attendance of all such 
Witnesses at the trial of the above entitled action is necessary; 
that none of such witnesses reside in Shoshone County, Idaho 
the County wherein such trial shal! be held and none of such 


Witnesses shall be served with subpoenas in such County. 


STATE OF IDAHO, County 


1 hereby certify that the fores 
the originat on fiie and of record in ths 
Dated 2 


"aman a Kath Cp 


That the names and addresses of such witnesses are as 


follows: 


Loring Beals, 


Ann Bradley, SEENEN 


Dr. Michael kate. T 
Johnnie I. Hill, GNE 


William Hill, —— TT teeing 
Gene Hawker, gmmggemgeemmggemechteteng 


Dr. P. Larmar Heyrend, aay eee tee 

Roy Lynn Hull, QUEUE 

Lester Kelley, ü 

Alvin R. Mason, SELLER ORIEL ATES, 

George Menzik, GN, 
Charles lr. ñ“F 

Ted nelse n, 

Dr. Delbert E. Scott, FF 
"illian Schreiber, . 
Martha Spaulding , % pNP EEeEhes 
Burton uelker. ñññ'sé? 


Wesley Woodall, FTC 


Richard i111 n, 


Laurins Herrick, . 
Steve Hager, gemeng 


Earl Breashers, [s er x E E 
Steven Paul Rivers, . 


i Ez Aaa . 
Robert H. Remakius 


Attorney for Plaintiff 


SUBSCRIBED AND SHORN to before me SH. 9th day of September, 


2 
Á . . 


otary Public for o 
Residence; Cascade, Idaho 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


I hereby certify that on the day of September, 


1975, I placed in the U. S. Mail at Cascade, Idaho, postage 


prepaid, a copy of the foregoing Affidavit to Mr. Bruce 0. 


Robinson, Attorney at Law, P. o. Box 8, Nampa, Idaho 83651. 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 


+ NAMPA, IDAHO 23056 — — EE 


F. o. BOKX 6 


+ ATTORNEY AT LAW 


MÀ —— O, ROBINSON 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON FT SD 

Attorney at Law . Re 

P. O. Box 8 98815 175 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 , nas gd poe, 


hone: 466-9234 pe EIE 
Phone 6-923 Fu Daci 9 42 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE CF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTIES OF VALLEY AND ADA 


„ 2 * „ t 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Flaintiff, 
ké Chi ORDER FOR DISCOVERY 
AND INSPECTION 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ewww — — www —À 


The Court having reviewed the Defendant's Motion for 
Discovery and Inspection, and considered the contents thereof, 
it is hereby ordered as follows: 

1. That the Plaintiff shal} permit the Defendant's 
counsel to inspect and copy or photograph books, papers, documents 
photographs, tangible objects or copies or portions thereof, 
which are within the possession, custody or control of the 
Plaintiff and which Plaintiff intends to introduce in evidence 
at trial; 

2. That the Plaintiff shall permit the Defendant to 
inspect and copy or photograph any results or reports of physical 
or mental examinations and of scientific tests or experinents 
made in connection with this case, or copies thereof, within 
the possession or control of the Plaintiff, which Plaintiff 
intends to introduce in evidence at trial, or which were pre- 


pared by a witness whom Plaintiff intends to call at the trial 


- os Ki See 
ng a Meth " 
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t 
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i 
E 
" 
g 
i 
t 
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2 


+ NAMPA, IDAHO 0369 lee ⁰mqꝛ ——R————— 


„. O. BOX ! 


+ ATTORNEY AT LAW 


EE aur ane RT EE rare ÜH VT O, RODINSON 


when the results or reports relate to testimony of the witness; 
3. That the Plaintiff shall furnish the Defendant a 
list of names and addresses of all witnesses Plaintiff intends 
to call at trial; 
4. That the Plaintiff furnish the aforesaid list 
of witnesses, permit the inspection of the aforesaid documents 


and tangible objects, and furnish the aforesaid reports of 


examinations and tests on or before the Läich day of September, 


1975, and further, that the aforesaid list of plaintiff witnesses 


shall be furnished by mailing copies thereof to the defense counse 


on or before the said date, and that the other incidents of dis- 
covery herein referenced be conducted on the 12th day of 
September, 1975, or other time agreeable to all parties, at the 
office of defendant's counsel in Nampa, Taio. 


Dated this/ ef asy of Septembar, 1675. 


— EE 


E — 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND POR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


STATE OP IDAHO, Criminal no. 2165 


Certificate Under Uniform Ac: 
to Secure Attendance of Witness 
{Idaho Code Section 19-3095) 


Fed E- 54 
Defendant. PE Re aa 


2. — 


Petition having been filed herein by Robert H. Remaklus, 


Plaintiii, 
vs. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Prosecuting Attorney for Valley County, State of Idaho, 
pursuant to Idaho Code Section 19-3005, that one Steven Paul 
Rivers be directed and authorized to appear and attend the 
trial in the above entitled matter, on October 9th and October 
10th, 1975, and it appearing that said witness is material and 
necessary to the prosecution; 

It is hereby certified that Steven Paul Rivers be directed 
by Judge of a Court of record of Multnomah County, State of 
Oregon, to appear and attend the trial in the above entitled 
matter, in which trial testimony will commence at ten o'clock 
AN. on October 9th, 1975, and that said witness shall be re- 
quired to atter3 such trial for a period of not less than two 
(2) days. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that saic witness will be tendered 
mileage and daily allowance provided by law and statutes of the 
State of Idaho. 

ENTERED this .de of September, 1975. 


STATE OF IDAN 
| hereby certfy that the fues 
the origina on file and of record ^ t art 


Dated 7/7 


Se d a p tm 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


STATE OF IDAHO, — 


Plaintiff, 
PETITION TO COMPEL ATTENDANCE 


. OF OUT OF STA1 ITNESS 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


——— — — — — 


Defendant. FE E 


COMES NOW Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho, and does hereby petition the above en- 
titled Court as follows: 

l. That trial of the above entitled matter, being a 
criminal prosecution upon two counts of murder in the first 
degree, is now pending and trial proceedings will commence 
Monday, October 6, 1975, at ten o'clock A. M. 

2. That Steven Paul Rivers is a material witness for 
the State of Idaho in said cause and resides at 1432 N. E. 
69th Avenue, Portland, Oregon, a State wherein provision is 
made by law to -ommand persons to attend end testify in cri- 
mina! prosecutions. 

WHEREFORE, it is requested that a Certificate be issued 
affirming the necessity of said person as a witness and aut- 
horizing that he be directed by a Judge of Court of record 
in the State of Oregon, County of Multnomah, to appear and 
attend such trial for a period of not less than two (2) days. 


DATED this  llth day of September, 1975. ES 
K 4 — Aon PU im 
Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 

Valley County, Idaho 


ear e 
Drep G acc 


ORDER 


Upon the above Petition and good cause appearing, IT 
IS ORDERED that the Clerk of the Valley County Court shall 
advance the sum of $92.74 to Steven Paul Rivers, to be forth- 
with delivered as advance witness fees and mileage, to secure 
the attendance of said person as a witness in the above en- 
titled action from 1432 N.E. 69th Avenue, Portland, Oregon. 
Dated his A day of September, 1975. 


District Judge 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OP SHOSHONE 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


—— Ser Sr Set Se Seet Se em 


Defendant. , 


Criminal case no. 2165 


PETITION TO ADVANCE FEES 
Filed: Gf 15S IS- 


Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley 


County, Idaho, request the above entitled Court to direct 


the Valley County Clerk to advance $76.74 as mileage fees, 


together with attendance fees in the sum of $16.00, for out 


of State witness required to 
cause; said witness resides 
Oregon, and the law provides 


witness will be required for 


for $.25 cents per mile: 


for attendance fees at the rate of $8.00 per day. 


Dated this llth day of September, 1975, 


— 
Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


"y ss, 

V that the tore 

gë E . ^ true 

* and of record in this court. 
ZATA 


Draig LER 


nanai 


said 


copy of 


Clark 


*) o» 0.4, 


testify in the trial of the above 
at 1432 N.E. 69th Avenue, Portland, 


two (2) days and the law provides 


— 


In the District Court of the Fourth Judicial District of the 


State of Idaho, 


The State of Idaho 
Plaintiff 


vs 


Thomas Eugene Cr 


Defendant 


In and For the County of Ada 


a, 


— 
FILEO 


Zb on NS 


SEP LS 1975 2 
Wifi gët 


PURSUANT TL RULE 77 (d) 1.8.6.8. 


t. J. W. Crutcher , the undersigned authority, do hereby certify 


that | have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


(listed below) — ái — ai —nÓ 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) l. f. c. P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause ia 


envelopes addressed as follows: 


MsVictoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
Shoshone County 

Box 1049 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Bruce 0, Robinson 
1. O. Box 8 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Lynn Thomas v 

Deputy AttorneyjGene 1 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


Robert H. Remaklus 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


the 
Dated: 


pup» 


Affidavit in Support of Order for 
Compulsory Attendance of Witnesses 

Order for Discovery and Inspection 

Motion for Separate Examinatíon of 
Jurors 

Motion to Suppress Evidence 

Motion for Change of Location of Trial 

Affidavit in Support of Motion for 
Change of Loeation of Trial 

Certificate of Meili 

Defendant's List of Witnesses in Re- 
sponse to Court's Discovery Order 

Motion for Trial to the Court Without 
a Jury 


The Above plus the following sent. 
to Clerk of the District Court 
Shoshone County: 

Petition to Advance Fees 
Petiton to Compel Attendance 
of Out of State Witness 
Certificate Under Uniform Act 
to Secure Attendance of 


N81 J. W. CRUTCHER 
t OF THE DISTRICT COURT 


Valley junty, idaho 


By Z? 
eputy Clerk 


H 

BRUCE 0. ROBÍNSON 

Attorney at Law 

P. O. Box 8 : : 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 — 

Phone: 466-9284 "3 

e GE 
SEPI Vp 
Pena T 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE CF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 

3 *oÀ * „é 
3 
? STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
á ) No. 2165 
D Plaintiff, ) 
H ) MOTION 
2 -vs- ) 
: ) 
5 THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
2 ) 
0 Defendant. ) 
€ ) 
WÉI? ) 
5 
: COMES NOW the above-named Defendant by and through his 
EI 
fest of record, BRUCE ©. ROBINSON, Attorney at Law, Nampa, Id 
& 


and moves this Court for its Order requiring the 1955 Buick auto- 


D 


mobile, ID. #VIN~-7B 4066 337 presently being held in Cascade, Idah * 


to be available for viewing by the jury at the site of the trial 


of the above-entitled "d 
Dated this ay of September, 1975. T sd 


Attorne 


IN 
ey for Hefendant 


fce fy that on 01 Tu ct Sept. 375 
I etzeed in the U. S ia - 1 * cos 
áge orepoid, a cob, oi the sc 
adc-osscd tu Sour itor Plaintiff 

Lynn Thomas Robert Remaklus, 


Attorney Gen. Prosgguting Attorney 
cy ge d County Courthouse 
i ade, Idaho 83611 


Te 


Mey: Ss. 
I heraty cerut, that the foregoing is a true copy of 
the on We and of record in this court 


ei 
— -cerk 


——y— — —— ——— r EE as BRUCE O. ROVIN SON 
a 8 
i Lo 
17 
| 
d y 3n 
| N 
CoN 


) 
) 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law 

P. O. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 
Phone: 466-9284 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


a 2 * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR 
SEPARATE EXAMINATION OF JURORS 


[UNICI te EE EE Eege 


-vs- 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, aka 
TOM TURNER, aka JOE CARL 
ADAMS, aka RICHARD DENNIS, 
JR., 


+ NAMPA, 


Defendant. 


^ P. O. VOX 8 


> 
~ 


A Motion having been made by the Lefendant in the 


sbove entilted action for separate examination of jurors, and 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


there being no objections thereto, the Court did Order, and 
this does hereby Order that the jurors shall be separately examine 
out of the presence and hearing of the other jurors. 


Dated this AAN day of September, 1975. 


ATE 


—̃ — ree e e rr d BRUCE O. ROBINSON 


i hereby 


* of re t € lad 
the originat on fir" KG * 


H beten 


mam A Hast en 


+ NAMPA, IDAHO 030605 Loan ae ———ññ—2ñ eee — 


F. O. DOX 6 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


— ee ee GAU C E o. ROBINSCN 


—— 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON 
Attorney at Law e MVP nt n 
P. O. Box 8 FiLE 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 
Phone: 466-9284 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAEO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


„ „ * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 
CRDER GRANTING MOTION 
-vs- FOR PRE-TRIAL CONFERENCE 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, aka 
TOM TURNER, aka JOE CARL 
ADAMS, aka RICHARD DENNIS, 
JR., 


Defendant. 


— — — ——E—— — em 


A Motion having been made by the Defendant in the 
above entitled action for a Pre-Trial Conference to be held 
at Wallace, Ideho, the Court being fully advised in the 
premises, and there being no objection thereto, it is hereby 
Ordered, and th.s does hereby Order that a Pre-Trial Conference 
shall be held in the above entitled action at Wallace, Idaho, 
on the 3rd day of October, 1975. 


Dated thsededd day of September, 1975. 


TRICT J 


STATE o IDAL 
I hereby eit, that the 


the original on file and of record in te 


Datea N 


55 


— 


BRUCE O. ROBINSON , | 
Attorney at Law M. rm 


P. O. Box 8 EI E is 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 ER Sg 
Phone: 466-9284 “7722 Beie 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


* * * ade 


+ NAMPA, IDAHO 696 th ³ re em ES EE 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, ) 
) ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
ka : IN LIMINE 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, aka ) 
TOM TURNER, aka JOE CARL ) 
ADAMS, aka RICHARD DENNIS, ) 
HE ) 
$ ) 
5 Defendant. ) 
z ) 
Y ad ) 
E 
R A Motion In Limine paving been made by the Plaintiff 
= 
8 regarding the exclusion of any and all evidence regarding 
< 


Satanism, demonism, possession, satanic cult, etc., and the 
court having heard oral argument of counsel, and being then 

and there fully advised in the premises, Orders and this does 
hereby Order that the Plaintiff's Motion in Limine is hereby 
denied, with a specific Order that neither counsel for the 
Plaintiff nor counsel for the Defendant will offer any evidence 
relating to such evidence in the presence or hearing of the 
jury, without giving the Court an opportunity to rule on the 
same prior to trial. That any counsel that violates this order 
will be held in contempt of the Court. 


Dated this Lad aay of September, 1975. 


STATE OF IDAHA unt, of zg ss 


| hereby certify that the foregoing true ony of 


—— — ——¼ or a o RUCE O. ROBINSON 


the ongina! on file and of record in tis 


i 
8 


—— — — 


+ NAMPA, IDAHO 0360 Le ee cmm ui 


„ O. uon 


ANTORNLY AT LAW 


Cmm rem marcam NUC O, ROBINSON 


— — 


PRUCE O. ROBINSON 


Attorney at Law dico ST 
P. O. Box 8 oi — 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 ER 
Phone: 466-9284 444 
T. a ent doc? 
w. 424 
e. J. a D 


IN TEE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF ‘THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


* koh 2 * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165-CR 
Plaintiff, 
ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
vs IN LIMINE 

SE 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, aka 
TOM TURNER, aka JOE CARL 
D, aka RICHARD DENNIS, 
JR., 


Defendant. 


M — — — — Se — 2 —— 


A Motion In Limine having been made by the Plaintiff 
regarding the exclusion of any and all evidence regarding 
satanism, demonism, possession, satanic cult, atc., and the 
court having heard oral argument of counsel, and being then 
and there fully advised in the Premises, Orders and this does 
hereby Order that the Plaintiff's Motion in Limine is hereby 
Genied, with a specific Order that neither counsel for the 
Plaintiff nor counsel for the Defendant will offer any evidence 
zelating to such evidence in the presence © hearing of the 
jury, without giving the Court an opportunicy to rule on the 
same prior to trial. Theat any counsel that violates this order 
will be held in contempt of the Court. 


Dated this dal cay of September, 1975, 


z^ 


STATE OF IDAHO, County cf e ss. Loic 
ertity that the foregoing a true copy ot 


| hereby 
the original on file and of record in this c vn. 


— 
. Aa n 


Upon the above Petition and good cause appearing, 
IS ORDERED that the Clerk of the Valley County Court 
hall advance the sum of $92.74 to Linda Crandall, to be 
th delivered as advance witness fees and mileage, to 
the attendance of said person as a witness in the above 
ntitled action from 


DATED this A day of ‚ ‚ 11078. 


c District Judge 


anap 7 "Ze 


OBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 
24)0SECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


` THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FC: THB COUNTY OP SHOSHONE 


€ OSTATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Criminal Case.No. 
Plaintiff, ) 
) PriITION TO ADVANCE FEES 
vs. ) 
) 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, D 
) 
Defendsat. sl 
Robert H. “emaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley 
County, Idaho. request tès above entitled Court to direct 
“he Valley County Clerk co advance $76.74 as mileage fees, 
together with attendance fees in the sum of $16.00, for out 
of State witness r^quired to testify in the trial of the above 
cause; said witness resides at 
, and the law provides for $.25 cents per 
mile: said witness will be required for two (2) days and the 
law provides zor attendance fees at the rate of $8.00 per day. 
DATED this 22. day of ess. 
T6 c 
Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 
STATE OF 
Pherety cen 7 nn 
the orginal on i^ aO 
Dated. Cu 


IAKLUS MÀ 

4 FILED 

o 83611 VI — 

R 82- n — — 
) 582-4270 SEP22 175 


TTORNEY 
Y, IDAHO 


ICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


HO, ) Criminal No. 
aintiff, certificate Under ri forn Act 
i to Secure Attendance of Witness 
) (Idaho Code Section 16-3005) 
E CREECH, } 
Jefendant. ) 
a a2 


having been filed herein by Robert H. Remaklus, 
Attorney for Valley County, State of Idzho, pur- 
aho Code Section 19-3005, that one Linda Crandall 
and authorized to appear and attend the trial in 
titled matter, commencing October 6, 1975, and it 
that said witness is material and necessary to the 
H 

hereby certified that Linda Crandall he directed 

f a Court of record of Multnomah County, State of 
appear and attend the tria! in the above entitled 
which trial testimony will commence at ten o'clock 
tober 6, 1975, and that said witness shall be 

to attend such trial for a period of not less than 
ys aud for such other tine as the presence of such 
Shall be reauired. 

S FURTHER ORDER) that said witness will be tendered 


nd daily allowance provided by law and statutes of 


of Idaho. 


1975, 


Pn this 22n! dav of September, 


of Valey Ss. 
foregoing s a true copy of 


second in tus court 


B __ Llll]-.—-———— 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 31.88 
P. O. Box 759 H acd: Late Pie 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 299 2127: 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 ode iic LG 
n» a 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY - - -> Jw. Oret thew, 


VALLEY COUNTY, TDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT CUURT OF THE PIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OP IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Criminal no. 


PETITION TO COMPEL ATTENDANCE 
OF OUT OF STATE WITNESS 


vs. 


www — Se ww —— 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


) 
Defendant. FE ee 


COMES NOW Robert H, Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho, and does hereby petition the above en- 
titled Court as follows: 

l. That trial of the above entitled matter, being a 
criminal prosecution upon two counts of murder in the first 
degree, is now pending and trial proceedings will commence 
Monday, October 6, 1975, at ten o'clock A.M. 

2. That Linda Crandall is a material witness for the 
State of Idaho in said cause and resides at "dd 

828 a State wherein 
provision is made by law to command persons to attend and 
testify in criminal prosecutions. 

WHEREFORE, it is requested that a Certificate be issued 
affirming the necessity of said person as a witness and aut- 
horizing that she be directed by a Judge of Court of record 
in the State of Oregon, County of Multnomah, to appear and 


attend such trial for a period of not less than two (2) days. 


DATED this 22 day of Sgt C ,1975. 


TAA =) Do bloto 
Robert H. Renaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


E STATE OF DAnte, ee. „ UM . 
© E Méreby cartity that tme feres = a tue -py of 
fe original on flle and of record in tnis cert. 


E — cel 


" P Ss — 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS wa — 
P. O. Box 759 FILZD 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 > WK See Sa 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 Sipag 32 
a EL : 4 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY vw. A 


VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OP THE PIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND POR THE COUNTY OP SHOSHONZ 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) Criminal Case'No. 
. PETITION TO ADVANCE FEES 
vs. ) 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
Defendant. * i * 


Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley 

County, Idaho, request the above entitled Court to direct 

the Valley County Clerk to advance ZE. AN as mileage fees, 
together with attendance fees in the sum of $16.00, for out 

of Statc witness required to testify in the trial of the above 
cause; said witness resides at . 
Washington, and the law provides for 3. 25 cents per mile: and 
said witness will be required for two (2) days and the lav pro- 


vides for attendance fees at the rate of $8.00 per day. 


DATED this2ź day of Sae La ,1975. 


| 
| 


— 


i 122... bA 
$ Robert H. Remaklus 

i Prosecuting Attorney 

$: Valley County, Idaho 

i 


STATE OF IDAHO, Count. e L. 

| hereby certify that the fore uny s = ten "pw" 
i the original on file and of record in rte, ur 

Dated: 2 


onay 4 hat. ek 


9RDER 


Upon the above Petition and good cause appearing, 
IT IS ORDERED that the Clerk of the Valley County Court 
Shall advance the sum of Sps?’ to Becky Hilby , to be 
forthwith delivered as advance Witness fees and mileage, to 
— of seid person as a witness in the above 


entitled action fron L4 24 ZS. pU Longview, Washington. 
DATED thisd de day of 4. 1975, 


a 


RT II. REMAKLUS ä—EDñ 
Box 759 FILE 


ade, Idaho 83611 : a 
Iphone (208) 382-4270 SEP22 18/5 

ICUTING ATTORNEY S C hen 

Y COUNTY, TDAHO SW. rutik 4 


DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


£0 % 


ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


OF IDAHO, ; Criminal No. 
Plaintiff, certificate Under l/hiform Act 
` to Secure Attendance of Witness 
vs. 
: ) (Idaho Code Section 19-3005) 
IS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
LII] 


etition having been filed herein by Robert H. Remaklus, 
uting Attorney for Yalley Countv, State of Idaho, pur- 
to Idaho Code Section 19-3005, that one Becky Hilby be 
ted and authorized to appear and attend the trial in the 
entitled matter, commencing October 6, 1975, and it 
Paring that said witness is material and necessary to the 
ecution; 

It is hereby certified that Becke Hilby be directed by 
of a Court of record of Cowlitz County, State of Wash- 
n, to appear and attend the trial in the above entitled 
r, in which trial testimony will commence at ten o'clock 
M. on October 6, 1975, and that said witness shall he re- 

d to attend such trial for a period of not less than tvo 
ays and for such other timc as the presence of such wit- 
shall be required. 

- IT IS FURTHER ORDERFD thet said witness will be tendered 
gc and daily allowance provided hy law and statutes of 
tate of Idaho. 


ENTERED this 22nd day of Sepvember, 1975. 


tr Be Ë ga 


unty of Valley: ss. 
the foregoing is a true copy of 
d of mecorc in this court. 


Sok H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 We 
e, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 


» Bt kat, i l 
EE ATTORNEY wate — 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO To duda . 
-IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT op THE 


STATE OP IDAHO, IN AND POR THE COLNTY OP SHOSHONE 
STATE OP IDAHO, 


Criminal No. 


) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) PETITION TO COMPEL ATTENDANCE 
m f ; OP OUT OP STATE WITNESS 
ké : ) 
; Defendant; .), 


COMES NOW Robert 8. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho, amd does hereby petition the above en- 
titled Court as follows: 

l. That trial of the above entitled matter, being a 
Criminal prosecution upon two counts of murder in the first 
degree, is now pending and trial proceedings vill commence 
Monday, October 6, 1975, at ten o'clock A.M. 

2. That Becky Hilby is a material witness for the State 
of Idaho in said cause and resides at FF 
Longview, Washington a State wherein provision is made by law 
to command persons to attend and testify in criminal Prosecutions. 

WHEREFORE, i. is Fequested that a Certificate be issued 
affirming the necessity of said person as a witness and aut- 
horizing that she be directed by a Judge of Court of record in 
the State of Washington, County of Cowlitz, to appear and attend 
such trial for a PD Of not less than two (2) days. 


DATED this y of Sb bo, 1975. 
S 
ae cr Ai 2 — 
Robert H. Remaklus 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: ss, 

l hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy ef 
the original on file and of record in this court. 
Ditec. SA 


ege a 


| 
| 


ED 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS TE 
P. o. Box 759 59 2 15375 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 382 2979 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 ane a dat 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY T.w. 


VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE PIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OP IDAHO, IN AND FOR IHE COUNTY OP SHOSHONE 


STATE OP IDAHO, ) 
) Criminal No. 
Plaintiff, ) 
) ` CERTIFICATE TO SECURE ATTENDANCE 
vs. * WITNESS IN CUSTODY IN ANOTHER 
STATE 5 
V ) dae Code Section 19-3018) 
Defendant, ele 


Petition having been filed herein by Robert H, Remaklus, 
Prosecuting Attorney for Velley County, State of Idaho, pursuant 
to Idaho Code Section 19-3018, that one Gene Hilby be directed 
and authorized to appear and attend the trial in the above en- 
titled matter, for not less than two (2) days during the week 
commencing October 13, 1975, and it appearing that said witness 
is material and necessary to the prosecution; 

It is hereby certified (1) that the above entitled criminal 
action is pending in the above entitled Court wherein the def- 
endant is charged with two counts of murder in the first degree, | 


(2) that the said Gene Hilby who is in custody of E. K 
— 2 Me? dÉi and now being held by . 
d e ^ 


AA € —L. diia Sia. at Kelso, Washington, Gene 
Hilby is material witness in said sien and (3) that the presence 
of said Gene Hilby will be required at such trial for not less 
than two days commencing October 13, 1975. 

DATED this 22nd day of September, 1975. 


Distri udge 


< 


STATE OF IDAHO, Count vir 
| hereby certify that the foregoing s a tue Ce? 
the original on file and of record in this uen. 


Le 


o d cr Ze 


„rr 


Les ^^ 
p pe eee 
ROBERT H. REMAKLUS Ber 
P. O. Box 759 — 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 d 222 2 1375 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 : p* die, d 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY X. 


VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OP THE PIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OP THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND POR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE ; 


STATE OF IDAHO, : Crininal di. 
Plaintiff, ) 
) PETITION TO COMPEL ATTENDANCE 
vs. ; OP WITNESS ^ 
THOMAS ZUGENE CREECH H 
Defendant. ete 


COMES NOW Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho, and does hereby petition the above en- 
titled Court as follows: 

1. mat trial of the above entitled matter, being è 
criminal prosecution upon two counts of murder in the first 
degree, is now pending and trial proceedings will commence 
Monday, October 6, 1975, at ten o'clock A.M. 

2. That Gene Hilby is a material witness for the State 
of ger, in said cause €. e 2 i gle 


3. That the presence of said witness, Gene Hilby, will 


be required at such trial during the week commencing October 
13, 1975. 

WHERFFORE, it is requested that a Certificate be issued 
affirming the necessity of said person as a vitness and aut- 
horizing that he re directed by a judge of Court of record in 
the State of Oregor, County of Multnomah, to appear and attend 
such trial for a period of not less than two (2) days commencing 
October 13, 1975. 

DATED this 2.277! day of Septem er, 1975. 


NES 
STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valey’ ss, Robert H. Remaklus 
| hereby certify that the fcregomg is a true copy of Prosecuting Attorney 
the originat on file and of record in this court. Valley county, la 


e% 
Dated: 


anes dg A.. ‘dest 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 8 — 
P. O. Box 759 208 


LEI 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 ih 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 ia gsi eee 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY m any 2 heel, in^ 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO Ju. llko - 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OP IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


STATE OP IDAHO, Criminal No. 


Plaintiff, PETITION TO ADVANCE FEES 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Ber — Ser Se Se Se ze — 


Defendant. 


* 

Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley 
County, Idaho, request the above entitled Court to direct 
the Valley County Clerk to advance $333.52 as mileage fees, 


together with attendance fees in the sum of $16.00, for out 


Ern Ze 


Le of State witness required to testify in the trial of the above 
N cause; said witness resides at Pairbanks 
ES Alaska, and the law provides for $.25 cents per mile: said 
witness will be required for two (2) days and the law provides 
for attendaace fees at the rate of $8.00 per day. 


DATED this 22. 7' day of september, 1975. 


= gi ege 


| ES TRA LATA o URN 
f e Een 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


e 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley” SS. 


| hereby certity thoi the foregoing 's 2 true copy of 
the original o^ file and of record in tris court 
peter: ée? = 


lo 
I» 
10 
It 
IE 


Upon the above Petition and good cause appearing, 
IT IS ORDERED that the Clerk of the Valley County Court 
shall advance the sum of $349.52 to Richard Gillilan, to 
be forthwith delivered as advance witness fees and mileage, to 
secure the attendance of said person as a witness in the above 
entitled action from — anba ww „Alaska. 
DATED this @£¢ day of September, 1975. 


c District Judge 


POBERT H. REMAKLUS 


P. O. Box 759 we o 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 r sio 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 2 OES 

38522975 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY bäige o. ha 4 nA 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO T.U! Ondo 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DIST? ICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SPOSHONE 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) Criminal No. 
) : 
Plaintiff, ) Certificáte Under Uniform Act 
: to Secure Attendance of Witness 
vs. 
) (Idaho Code Section 19-3005) 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
*** 


Petition having bcen filed herein by Robert H. Remaklus, 
Prosecuting Attorney for Valley County, State of Idaho, pur- 
suant to Idaho Code Section 19-3005, that one Richard Gillilan 
be directed and authorized to apnear and attend the trial in 
the — matter, commencing October 6, 1975, and it 
appearing that said witness is material and necessary to the 
prosecution; 

It is hereby certified that Richard Gillilan be directed 
by Judge of a Court of record of the Fourth Judicial District, 
State of Alaska, to apnear and attend the trial in the above 
entitled matter, in which trial testimony wil! commence at ten 
o'clock A.M. on October 6, 1975, and that said vitness shall be 
reauired to attend such trial for a period of not less than 
two (2) days and for such other time as the presence of such 
witness shall be reauired. 

Ui TS FURTHER ORDERED that said witnes: will be tendered 
mileage and daily allowance provided by law and statutes of 
the State of idaho. 


ENTERED this 22nd day of September, 1975. 


eof, that the foregone s a Ihe ` "D 


KR mnat on fie and of recorc in this ut 
Der Selle — = 
marg á t ert 


ROBERT He REAN Gi 


P. O. Box 759 “HS 

Cascade, Idaho 8351. D — BB ` 

Telephone (208) 382-.. 2 2 12K 
VEN E 42 2 

PROSECUTING ATTORNEY ine ew ae ee 

VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHC Tie: 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE jiSis. “UDICIAL DISTRICT OP THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, :N AND POR THE COUNTY OP SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, Criminal No. 
Plaintiff, 


vs. 


) 

) 

) PETITION TO COMPEL ATTENDANCE 
OP OUT OF STATE WITNESS 

) - 

) 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
) 
Defendant. e 1 


COMES NOW Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho, and does hereby petition the above en- 
titled Court as follows: 

1. That trial of the above entitled matter, being a 
criminal prosecution upon two counts of murder in the first 
degree, is now pending and trial proceedings will commence 
Monday, October 6, 1975, at ten o'clock A.M. 

2. That Richard Gillilan is a material witness for 
the State of Idaho in said cause and resides at 


— M a State wherein provision is 


made by law to command persons to attend and testify in criminal 


prosecutions. 

WHEREFORE, it is requested that a Certificate be issued 
affirming the necessity of said person as a witness and aut- 
horizing that he be directed by a Judge of Court of record in 
the Pourth Judicial District, in the State of Alaska, to appear 
and attend such trial for a period of not less than two (2) days. 

DATED this 2277 day of September, 1975. 

esce — — 
Robert H. Remaklus s 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Vallis Cenety. Idaho 


to ooa en Pe anc of recor om n s 
Dau S vt... sme 
onary a er "n 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 18 — 
P. O. Box 759 1 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Tni at 
Telephone (208) 382-4279 P e 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 

VALLE: COUNTY, IDAHO 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE'STATS OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Criminal No. 


Plaintiff, 


MOTION POR PRODUCTION OF 
WITNESS 


vs. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


— 2 — Se me ee 


Defendant. e ele 


Comes now. Robert H. Remaklus Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho and moves this Honorable Court for an 
Order to produce one Caroi Spaulding as a material witness 
in the trial of the abeve entitled action, from the Nevada 
State Penitentiary at Carson City, Nevada where in she is 
an inmate. 

This motion is made and based upon the Affidavit att- 
ached hereto. 

DATED this ZA aay of E 11975. 


yc. "M, oe EE 
Robert H. Remakius SE 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


STATE OF IDAHC, Coury e 6. 

| bere certify tuaa Me foregoing s @ bre coy 0 
the ongina! on file and of record des ani 

Date: 777 — 


dtp. 4 uet Wa 


AFFIDAVIT 


STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss 
COUNTY OF VALLEY ) 

Robert H. Remaklus, being first duly sworn on upon oath, 
C2poses and says: 

That he is a duly elected qualified and acting Prosecuting 
Attorney of Valley County, Idaho: : 

That Carol Spaulding is in the custody of the Idaho State 
Board of Corrections, and is being held in the women's facility 
of the Nevada State Penitentiary, Carson City, Nevada, and is 
^ necessary and material witness for the State in the above 
entitled action in that said Carol Spaulding was present at 


and a witness to the offenses charged in the information on file 


ki d e (hae BN Aon Ge 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 


SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 2 dey of 


herein. 


bis ponte , 1975. 


3 


(Hoda - Pm * Ee — 
Notary Public for Tdaho gum 
Residing at: Cascade. /^.. .— Lo 


EEN 


I hereby certify that on the day of 
1975, I mailed a true and correct Copy of the Affidavit, Motion 
for Production of Witness, and Order for Production of Prisoner, 
to Mr. Bruce O. Robinson, P. O. Box 8, Nampa, Idaho, Attorney 
for the Defendant, with postage prepaid thereon. 


Robert H. Remaklus 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS MEN 
P. O. Box 759 i ed 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 — 
Telephone (208) 332-4270 SEPZ Z 878 

Seat dg IT 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY * zn di mile T 


VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) Criminal No. 
vs : ORDER FOR PRODUCTION OF 
: ) PRISONER 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
) 
Defendant. 3 m 


It appearing from the Motion and Affidavit of Robert H. 
Remaklus Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Valley, 
State of Idaho, that Carol Spaulding will be a necessary and 
material witness in the trial of the above entitled action and 
that she is in the custody of the Idaho State Board of Corrections 
and is being held in the women's facility of the Nevada State 
Penitentiary, Carson City, Nevada: 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Idaho State Board of 
Corrections transport said Carol Spaulding from the Nevada State 
Penitentiary at Carson City, Nevada, to the above entitled Court 
at Wallace, Shoshone County, Idaho, for trial commencing October 
6th, 1975, and retain her in custody until her presence as a vit- 
ness is no longer needed; 

IT IS PURTHER ORDERED That at such time as the presence of 
the said Carol Spaulding is no longer needed she shall be re- 


turned to the Nevada State Penitentiary: 
DATED this g. aay S pl. lL 1975. 


Dist t Judge 


OF IDAHO unty of ey: SS. 


| hereby certify that the foregone «s a fre copy of 
the original on file and of recore in this come 
en SLY 


— E) Hace - -ilerk 


the 


Date Ax, ` 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

Valley County Prosecuting Attorney 
P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone (208) 332-4270 


LYNN E. THOMAS -— Vnus 2 


Deputy Attorney General 21 
Special Assistant Prosecutor "uaa ee e eer d 
Attorney General's Office ra} 


Statehouse, Boise, I daho 83720 2. . 
Telephone 384-2400 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT or 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


STATE OP TRANS, Criminal Case No. 


Plaintiff, AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OP ORDER 
POR COMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OF 


vas WITNESSES 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


— — — e Se t tu ww 


Defendant. 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 

County of Valley ) 


Robert H. Remaklus, being first duly sworn upon oath, 
and makes this Affidavit in support of Plaintiff's Motion for 
an order to be endorsed on each subpoena, for compulsory att- 
endance of witness in the above ertitled action pursua-. to the 
provisions of Section 19-3009, Idaho Code. 

That the testimony and evidence of all the witnesses here- 
inafter named are material and that the attendance of all such 
witnesses at the trial of the above entitled action is necessary: 
that none of such witnesses reside in Shoshone County, Idaho 
the County wherein such trial shall be held and none of such 
witnesses shall be served with subpoenas in such County. 

That the names and addresses of such witnesses are as 


follows: 


* of recorra in tr 


— a peel Clerk 


Mr. Jack V. Freeman, Elmore County Sheriff Department, 
Mountain Home, Idaho 


Mr. Fred J. es 
Ms. Gerry MEET wend 


". Oven run EE 


Lec. 


ert H. us 
Attorney for Plaintiff 


" d 
SUSSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 2 . day of September, 
1975. TOME 


IN THE DISTRICT COPT ^r fer porppH JUDICLAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF Iba, TY AND FOP THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


— cce di 
FiLED 
STATE OF TuRa, p c RS 


"  SiP22i975 ,. 
o. 2165 d aw dp 
ohD pr'vpNG MOTION FOR 21. 


CEANGE OF VENUE 


Plaintiff, 
v. 
THOMAS HE un CREECH, 


Defendant. 


——— — —— we w 


The Defendant's Motion for Chanse of Venuc, dated 
the 10th day of Senterher, 1975, came on before the Court 
for hearing on the 22nd day of September, 1975, in the 
Courthouse at Boise, Idaho. 

The Defendant was renresented by counsel, Bruce ^. 
Pobinson, and the State of Idaho was renresented by Robert H. 

"^ Renaklus, Prosecuting Attorney, Valley County, Idaho, and 
Lyan E. Thomas, Deputy Attorney Ceneral, Special Assistant 
Prosecutor. 

The Court heard argument on the Motion for chanee of 
location of trial, and, having considered the arguments of 
counsel and the affidavit sub: red bv the Defendant's 
counsel, and being fully advised in the law and in the prenises, 
it is the judgment of the Court that the “otion for Change of 
Venue should be, and the same is, DPNLED. 


DATED this din of Senteaber, 1975. 


a 
rict Jud 


STATE OF än" aunty Of Nau 

| hereby certify that the teneo vcre oo py of 
the or al on fie and of record in ths um 
Dated: 4 


. - cleri 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, d — Ve RM 
Plaintiff, ) SEP2 21975 
) Case No. 2165 22744 a 22 
v. J. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) ORDER DENYING MOTION IN LIMINE 
Defendant. ) 
) 


The Defendant's Motion in Limine dated July 30, 
1975, and the State's Motion in Limine dated September 10, 
1975, came on before the court for hearing on the 22nd day 
of September, 1975. The Defendant was represented by 
counsel, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, and the State was represented 
by ROBERT H. REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley 
County, Idaho, and LYNN E. THOMAS, Deputy Attorney General, 
Special Assistant Prosecutor. 

The Court having considered the arguments of 
counsel, and being fully advised in the law and in the 
Premises, concluded that the said motions should be, and 
the same are DENIED, provided however, counsel for both 
parties shall not initially proffer evidence at trial in 
the presence of the jury relating to out-of-state murders, 
deaths, or armed robberies, for which tne Defendant has not 
been charged nor evidence of the Defendant's alleged involve- 
ment with satanic cults and of his alleged witness to human 
sacrifices performed in connection therewith, nor the 
testimony of Anton Szandor Lavey on any matter not related 
to facts tending to prove or disprove the charges pending 
against the Defendant, nor evidence of Defendant's alleged 
involvement with criminal syndicates, prominent public figures, 
and other criminal enterprises, nor evidence of or related 


to the philosophy of satanism, exorcism, possession by demons 


STATE OF IDAHO. County of Valley ss 
| hereby certify that the foregone = tue copy of 
the origina! cn file and of record in this . curt 

Datec:_ 77% 


pup ler 


and any related evidence, nor evidence of Defendant's reported 
involvement with motor cycle gangs, it being the intention of 
the Court that evidence of such character be submitted to the 
Court out of the presence of the jury in order that determin- 
ations as to the admissibility of such evidence may be made 
before such matters come before the jury. 

DATED This AAd day of September, 1975. 


ORDER DENYING MOTION IN LIMINE, P. 2 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 2 


FILED 

ES — 
STATE OF IDAHO, SEP. 3 s 
Plaintiff, No. 2165 ww ` 


v. ORDER FOR TEMPCRAPY 
TRANSFER OF PRISONER 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


MÀ 


Upon application of the State of Idaho, and upon the 
agreement of counsel for the Defendant, in onen court on the 
22nd day of September, 1975, the Court, in facilitation of 
its ORDER of September 8, 1975, relating to nsychiatric 
study and examination of thc Defendant, orders that the 
Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, be transnorted by the Sheriff 
of Ada County to Boise, Idaho, on the 23rd day of September, 
1975, for psychiatric study and examination by Dr. F. LaMarr 
Heyrend and Dr. Michael Estess of Boise, Idaho, and such 
psychologists as they may determine, in furtherance of the 
Court's ORDER aforesaith. 

The Defendant shall remain in the custody of the 
Sheriff of Ada County during such time as the aforesaith 
psychiatric and psychological testing is being conducted, and 
shall be conducted under such security arrangements as may ke 
determined by the Sheriff of Ada Countv. 

During such time, Defendant's counsel shall also 
have access to the Defendant for the purpose of performing 
polygraph and "truth serum" tests with the Defendant, provided, 
however, that such testing shall be conducted pursuant to 
such security precautions as may be nrescribed by the Sheriff 


of Ada County. 


DATED this AG of seotenber, 1975. 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley. ss. 
| hereby certity that the foregoing 1s 2 true copy of 
the original on file and of record ir this court 


Zeie 


teg d'Sr. mp 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


mei 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 


— LIT 
SEP2 .1975 
Case No. 2165 ay a te 
eT. & 


ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR 
THE USE OF A TYPEWRITER 


v. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


— — S S S a er NA 


The Defendant's Motion for the Use of a Typewriter 
during his incarceration in the Shoshone County Jail, Wallace, 
Idaho, came before the Court for hearing on the 4th day of 
September, 1975. The Defendant was represented by counsel, 
BRUCE O. ROBINSON, and the State was represented by LYNN E. 
THOMAS, Special Assistant Prosecuting Attorney. 

The Court held arguments on the Motion and, 
being fully advised in the law and in the premises, it was 
the judgment of the Court that the Defendant's Motion for 
the Use of a Typewriter during his incarceration in the 
Shoshone County Jail should be, and the same is, DENIED. 

The Defendant shall be permitted the use of a pen or pencil 
and paper which may be checked out to him on a daily basis. 


DATED This-J4a^ day of September, 1975. 


STATE OF !DAHO, County of Valley: «s, 
| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of 
the original on file and of record in this court 


— aait — — 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF REX VALLEY 


The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
s PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) LRC. P. 
—Thomas Eugene Creech — 1 1 1 
Defendant 
L J. W. Crutcher — ——,theundersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by Unit-d States mail, one copy of the 


listed below 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 1049 

Wallace, Idaho 83973 


Bruce O. Robinson A A 
Attorney at Law CS 

P. 0. Box 8 : WAN 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


Robert H, Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
P O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


STATE OF IDAHO. County of Valley: ss, 

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy OF 
the origina! on file and of record in this court. 

Dated:. 


— d tact Clerk 


Order Granting Motion for Separate Exam of Juror 

Order Granting Motion for Pre-Trial Conference 

Order Denying Ptff's Motion in Limine 

Petition & Order to Advance Fees 

Certificate Under Uniform Act 

Petition to Compel Attendance of OUt State 
Witness (Crandell) 

Petition & Order to Advance Fees 

Certificate Under Uniform Act 

Petition to Competl Attendance of Out State 
Witness (Becky Hilby) 

Certificate to Secure Attendance of Witness in 

Custody in Another State je Hilby) 

Petition to Compel Attendance of Witness 

Petition to Advance Fees & Order 

Certificate Under Uniform Act 

Petition to Compel Attendance of Out of State 
Witners (Richard Gillilan) 

State's motion for Prodaction of Witness 

Order for Production of Prisoner (Spaulding) 

Order denying Motion for change of Venue 

Order denying Motion in Limine 

Order for Temporary Transfer of Prisoner 

Order denying Motion for the Use of A Typewriter 

Affidavit in Support of Order for Compulsory 

Attendance of Wittnesses 


PRESSES 
Clerk of the District Court 
Va fleg "Me County, Idaho 


‘STATE OF IDAHO, 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 3824270 


Valley County Prosecuting Attorney — 


LYNN E. Thomas 


Deputy Attorney Genreal sear ene i PX , d 
Special Assistant Prosecutor Se » d xt aet Py? 7.7 
Attorney General's Office . Ul Cie L. 


Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone 384-2400 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE PIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


Criminal Case io. 


Plaintiff, APPIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OP ORDER 


FOR COMPULSORY ATTENDANCE OP 


vss WITNESS 


7 mm e ze Se Se" Se Se Se 


Defendant. 
STATZ OF IDAHO ) 
County of Valley ) D 

Robert H. Remaklus, being first duly sworn upon oath, 
and makes this Affidavit in support of Plaintiff's Motion for 
an order to be endorsed on this subpoena, for conpulsory att- 
endance of witness in the above entitled action pursuant to the 
provisions of Section 19-3009, Idaho Code. 

That the testimony and evidence of the witness hereinafter 
named is material and that the attendance of such witness at the 
trial of the above entitled action is necessary: that said 
witness does not reside in Shoshone County, Idaho the County 
wherein such trial shall be held and such witness shall not be 
served with subpoena in such County. 


That the name and address of such witness is as follows: 


aven uli. 
ES orf 4 . | E 
GER Ei, ce 


SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this N ay of September, 


IPT Fears o Ca cane, Sam td 1 
| hereby certify thar n "^ c pv of zz T 3e Fae Idaho 
the orginal! on foc a unt fa ne: Caaocada keit 
oe 2-7 


rang a etc e 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, d 
Plaintiff, ) Case No. 2165 
) 
v. d ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR 
) TRIAL TO THE 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, d WITHOUT A JURY . 
Defendant. } FEO 
ac. —— 
) Str Z 21975 
. STE TOD + BI 


The Defendant's Motion for Trial to the Court 


Without a Jury came on for hearing before the Court on the . 


22nd day of September, 1975. The State cf Idaho appeared 
by counsel, ROBERT H. REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho, and LYNN E. THOMAS, Deputy Attorney 


General for the State of Idaho, and the Defendant was repre- 


sented by BRUCE O. ROBINSON. 


The Court having heard the arguments of counsel, 


and being fully advised in the law and in the premises, 

determined that the Defendant's Motion for Trial to the 

Court Without a Jury should be and hereby is DENIED. 
DATED This-< 47 &tay of September, 1975. 


as 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: gë 
| herehy certify that the foregoing is a true uy d 
the origina’ on file and of record in the cot. 
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Dated .— —— 


my ^ vet — . 


STATE OF IDAHO County of valey ss 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) a 
Plaintiff, Case No. 2165 EPR 127 
v. ) ORDER DENYING MOTION Foa 
) ADDITIONAL WITNESSES TO BE 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) SUBPOENAED AT STATE EXPENSE 
Defendant, 


The Defendant's "Motion for Allowance of Subpoena 
of Witnesses" came on for hearing before the Court on the 4th 
day of September, 1975. The Defendant was represeated by 
BRUCE 0. ROBINSON, Attorney at Law, and the State cf Idaho was 
represented by LYNN E. THOMAS, Deputy Attorney General. 

Whe Court having heard arguments of counsel and being 
fully advised in the law and in the premises, determined that 
the Defendant should not be permitted to subpoena, at State ex- 
pense, out-of-state witnesses, including Anton Szandor LaVey, 
of San Francisco, California, without a showing that such 
wintesses are necessary to the defense and that their testimony 
is material and relevant to the issues of the case. The Court 
further concluded that certain witnesses residing in the State 
of Idaho, including the Right Reverend Hanford L. King and 
Bishop Sylvester W, Treinen were not shown to have evidence or 
information materíal to the case, in consequence of which the 
Defendant should not be permitted to subpoena more than five (5) 
in-state witnesses, of his choice, at State expense without 
making a showing that such witnesses may reasonably be expected 
to give testimony that ís material and relevant to the trial and 
that their testimony is necessary to Defendant's case. 

IT IS SO ORDERED, 

DATED rhis 77 day of September, 1975. 


| hereby certity that the foregoing e 2 E 


the orig 
Dated... 


ca! an file and of record in this cout 


Lipe 


„, .. ide 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TI FOURTH JUDICIAL DiSTRICT OF THE 
STATE Or IDF HO, ti! AD FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


The State c: i:caho 


Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
Wa PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) LR.C.P. 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 
I, Clarence A. Planting , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the SEE LIST BELOW 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 
in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 1049 

Wallace, Idaho 33873 


Bruce 0. Robinson 
P. O. Box 8 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


Robert Remaklus 

Valley Comey Prosecting Attorney 
P. O. Box 75 

Cascade, Idaho 33611 


XGRARENOR AXRKANNING 
— Clerk of the District Court 
STATE OF IDAHO. County of Valey. ` Sep County, Idaho 
` hereby certify that the terne true copy of 
il origini on ms and GF CCo In fs cao 
Ue 
Dated SII TC, ege 


Deputy Clerk 


— a! hele we — 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ge VALLEY 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI  — .... SEPTEMBER ` 


E Term 19 75 
| District Judge 


—mᷣ ü — 


September 22, 1975 
Date 


COURT MINUTES 


The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff - 
vs 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


— —— Ten 
z 
eo 
N 
m 
o 
Vi 


Defendant - 


MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE 
Appearances: 


Robert Remaklas Counsel for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Lynn Thomas Counsel for State 
Deputy Attorney General 


Bruce 0. Robinson Counsel for Defendant 
Defendant not present, 


Hearing on miscellaneous motions 
The Court reviewed previous proceedings. 


Counsel for State directed to prepare order denying use of a typevriter 
and permitting the use of a pen or pencil. 

Counsel for defendant to prepare order for pre-trial conferences 
Counsel for State to prepare order for witnesses out of state. 


Hearing on defendant's motion to suppres evidence. There béng no objections 
this motion will be heard October 3, 1975 at Wallace 


Defendant's motion for separate examination of jurors. There being no 
objections the Court granted this motion. Counsel to prepare order 


The Court denied defendant's motion to waive jury trial. 

The Court denied defendant's motion for change of venue. Counsel for State 
to prepare these orders. 

Statements by Counsel re/exhibits marked and in custody of Valley County Clerk 


Argument on Motion for Limine. The Court denied motions. Counsel to prepare 
order. . 


State's motion to produce automobile. Argument. The Court denied motion. 
Counsel to:prepare order. 


Counsel stipulated to defendant being examined Wednesday, September 24, 1975 
in Ada County. Court granted motion. 


" T 
F OF IDAHO. County of Valley: 

the foregoing is a true copy a 
fie ana of record in this court. 


Reporter: John Gambee Approved by: o A, | PER 


Clerk. es — 


— 


( 
ROBERT H, REMAKLUS 
Valley County 
Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 759 — 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 FILEO 
Telephone: (208) 382-4270 re RN, gi 
LYNN E. THOMAS SEP3 61975 
State of Idaho e 

Di = {n 

Special Assistant Prosecutor — Z- 1 


Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone: 384-2400 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, 
Case No. 2165 
v. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, MOTION TO TREAT WITNESS 
AS HOSTILE 
Defendant. 


Pursuant to Rule 43(b), Idaho Rules of Civil Proce- 
dure and Rule 57(b), Idaho Rules of Criminal Practice and 
Procedure, the State moves for permission to ask leading 
questions of State's witness CAROL SPAULDING on the ground 
that the said witness has demonstrated hostility to the 
State and unwillingness to swear to statements previously 
given to representatives of the State as more particularly 
detailed in the Affidavit hereto attached and incorporated 
herein. 

DATED This y ia day of September, 1975. 


Deputy Attorney General 
Special Assistant Prosecutor 


STATE OF IDAHO. County of Valley: . 
I hereby certify that the foregoing n ^ "ur 
the origina! o^ file and of repom in th cout 


por» — 


(wy A 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have on the 7O day of 
September, 1975, served true and correct copies of the 
foregoing MOTION TO TREAT WITNESS AS HOSTILE and attached 
documents, by depositing copies thereof in the United 
States mail, postage prepaid and adressed to BRUCE 0. 
ROBINSON, P.O. Box 8, a, Idaho 83651, and c/o Dennis 
Wheeler, P. ö. Box 289, Wallace, Idaho 83873. 


Deputy Attorney General 
Special Assistant Prosecutor - 


MOTION TO TREAT WITNESS AS HOSTILE, P. 2 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 

P.O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone: (208) 382-4270 


SE E. THOMAS * n 

eputy Attorney Genera 

State of Idaho 

Special Assistant Prosecutor 
Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone: 384-2400 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, ^ 
Case No. 2165 
v. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, AFFIDAVIT OF LYNN E. THOMAS 
Defendant. 


LYNN E. THOMAS, being first duly sworn upon his oath, 
deposes and says: 

On the 17th day of September, 1975, Robert H. Remaklus 
and I went to the women's section of the Nevada State Peni- 
teniary at Carson City, Nevada, where Carol Spaulding was 
being detained, and asked the said Carol Spaulding to sign 
the Affidavits attached hereto as Exhibits A and B and incor- 
porated herein by reference. One Affidavit paraphrases the 
substance of statements previously given to Robert H. Remaklus 
and James Maxwell and to Robert H. Remaklus and your affiant. 
The other affidavit incorporates photocopies of transcripts 
of tape recordings of the aforesaid interviews with Carol 
Spaulding. 

In your affiant's presence, the said Carol Spauling 
— to sign either affidavit, saying words to the effect 
of "why should I help you," "it doesn't do me any good, it 


only helps you." Upon being asked if anything in the previous 


statements were untrue, the said Carol Spaulding replied, "I 
don't know." Upon being asked the question, will you testify 
at the trial to the same facts which you gave in your pre- 
vious interviews, the said Carol Spaulding replied, "probably, 
somethings may not be exactly the same." 

Moreover, the said Carol Spauling stated that prior 
to the murder of Arnold and Bradford she saw a pocket knife 
in the car in Bradford's possession, but that she did not 
see him use it, adding, "I don't think." This statement is 
inconsistent with the statements previously given the State 
as attached hereto. 

The aforesaid refusal to sign affidavits and evasive 
answers as to the substance of Carol Spaulding's testimony 
were adhered to in spite of advice by your affiant to Carol 
Spaulding that she was not suspected nor charged with any 
other crimes and that the State disbelieved the statements 
of Thomas Creech to the effect that said Carol Spaulding 
had participated in other criminal acts. 

Your affiant is informed and believes that the said 
Carol Spaulding has been advised by Defendant's counsel, 
Bruce 0. Robinson, not to speak with law enforcement officers 
or “anyone.” The nature of this information is detailed in 
the attached Affidavit of Judy Ogawa, a true copy of which 
is attached hereto and incorporated as Exhibit C. 

FURTHER your affiant sayeth not. 

DATED This Sc day ofSeptember, 1975. 


NN E. M 
Deputy 'Attorney General 
Special Assistant Prosecutor 
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN To Before me this day of 
September, 1975. 
i “ti — 
i NOTARY PUBLIC for Idaho — — — — 
. Resicing in Boise, Idaho 
\ 
\ 


AFFIDAVIT, ?. 2 


EXHIBIT A 


STATE OF IDAHO, 

Plaintiff, 
v. AFFIDAVIT 
THOMAS EUGENE CPEECH, 


Defendant. 


ee Sw 


| 


STATE OF NEVADA ) 
) 

COUNTY OF WASHOE ) 
CAROL SPAULDING, being first duly sworn, upon her 


ss. 


oath deposes and says: 

I have read the attached transcripts of interviews 
conducted (1) on April 8, 1975, with Robert H. Remaklus, 
Jim Maxwell and myself at the Idaho State Correctional 
Instutition in Boise, Idaho and (2) between myself, Robert 
Remaklus, and Lynn E. Thomas as the Nevada State Prison, 
Carson City, Nevada, June 17, 1975. 

. The interview of April 8, 1975, consists of twelve 
pages which I have read and I have initialed each nage of 
the copy attached hereto. The interview of June 19, 1975, 
consists of thirty nine pages, which I have read. I have 
initialed each of the nages of the copy of the transcrint 
hereto attached. 

All of the statements and information which I have 
given in the two interviews which I have attached are true 


and correct. 


CARE ERTL ING 


SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before ne this day 
of September, 1975. 


NOTARY PUBLIC for Nevada 
Residing at 
My commission expires: 


Bob: 


Carol: 


Bob: 


Carol: 


— Carol: 
* Bob: 
Carol: 
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Int terview- April 8, 1975- Robert H. Remaklus and Jim Maxwell, 


with Carol Spaulding at Idaho State Correctional 
Institution in Boise, Idaho. 


Carol I am going to ask you to say something to see if 
this is going to pick up your voice, just tell me what 
day it is. 

Today is Tuesday. 


Tell us how many ladies are there here at the Institution 
at this time. 


About fifteen. 
Carol, starting with the day you and Tom Creech left 


Lewiston, which probably would have been on a ë 
November 3rd, 1974, were you and Tom hitchhiking.? 


Yes. 


How many rides did you catch out of Lewiston.? How far 
did they take you.? 


We caught a few rides that just took us a little ways. 


And where did you get in the car with Bradford ard 
Arnold? 


It was a little town, I don't know the name of it. Just 
sone little town. 


And was this very far out of Lewiston.? 

A little ways maybe twenty miles. 

And this was an old green and white Buick, four door sedan. 
Yes. 


And what did the four of you do, where did you go after 
you and Tom got in the car with then,? 


We just drove for awhile, I think we stopped and aiphoned 
gas. 


And then did you stop in any towns.? 

I think we stopped in Grangeville, McCall,. 

Did you stop down in Whitebird Idaho.? 

I wouldn't know, I don't even know where that is, 


Do remember about where it was when it started getti 
ask on you.? - 


I think they picked us up after dark. Or right when it 
was getting dark. 


Did you drink eny beer with them.? 

Tom did. I don't think I drank any. 

Do you remember where you got the beer.? 
Just little towns. 

Who had the money.? 

Ton 


„ Toa had some money, one of then quys sold his coat. 


Sold his what.? 


Carol: 
Bob: 


Carol: 


` à m8 


His jac..t for us 


em RESP ` 


to buy some beer 


And I've heard about a battery charger. 


Yeah Tom, Oh yeah Tom stoled one, and sold it for sone 


money to. 


Was that before you got to McCall.? 


He sold it in Grangeville. 


Oh 


I remember that. 


Then did you stop after you left Grangeville, then you 
went on down South got to McCall, did you stop in McCall. 


Yeah 
Did you go in any 


places there.? 


They did, I didn't. 


You nean the nen? 
place in McCall.? 


Did all three of the men go in sone 


Not the guy in the back didn't, he was just laying there. 


I think I got out 


and stre „ I don't know. 


Now do you know whether or not either of these two men 


had been drinking 


when they picked you and Tom up.? 


They sounded and acted like it. 


Was the car pretty dirty.? 


Yeah, ít was real 
the floor. 


dirty. One of the guys was pissing on 


Was that the one in the back.? 


Yeah, 


That's what I heard it was pretty much of a mess there 


in the car. 


It was. 


Where did you ride.? 
I rode in the front. 


Where did Tom ride.? 


He rode sit next to ne. 


Were you in the middle,? 


Yeah. 


.And when you got, 


to get fresh vith 


had either one of the fellows, tryed 
you, these other two men. 


Yeah, I think they was just drunk, they were being nasty. 


They were feeling 
Did Tom tell then 


Yeah Tom did. 


Thea when 
Stretched and th: 
back seat.? 


me and stuff. I just told them not to 


not to .? 


y at McCall, vou thin: you sot out and 
fellow in the back seat stayed in the 


Yeah I think. No he could have got out too, I don't 
remember. 


I was just wondering if either of these fellows tried to 
get smart with you when Ton was not around. 


No, I was never around them when Ton wasn't there. 


I see. Now after you left McCall, do you remember going 
through Donnelly.? 


No. We probably did. 

As I understand it when the car stopped down there, this 
South of Donneily, you got out of the car and Tom got out 
of the car as I understand it. H 

Yes. 

Tell me about it. Did the two men stay in the car.? 


Yes, I got out to go to the bathroom. Because I had to 
go to the bathroom real bad. 


You got out of the car at that time, Tom got out to let 
you out is that right.? 


Yeah, he just got out, when I got out he just shoved me 
out of the way, and shot them, 


Did you squat there by the car.? 


Ho, I didn’t even get out, I was just stepping eut and 
de just pushed ne out of the way, and shot them, : 


Where was he standing then.? 
Right at the door of the car. 
Tom was standing at the door, he was standing on the 
ground wasn't he Carol? He was clear out of the car - 
wasn't he.? 


Yeah, I guess he could have moved back a little ways to 
let me out, cause I vas getting out. 


Did you know that he was going to shoot those two men.? 
Bo. 


` Then this was dark at that time wasn't it.? 


Yeah it was real dark, it was real late at nite, 


Could you see what was happening? Was there: enough light 
for you to see Tom and the two men? 


Yeah there was. I think there was a light in the car. 
When the door opened the light went on in the car. I am 
not sure though. I think Tom broke it. I'm not sure if it 
was even there. 


Now when could you, were you watching or were you facing 
the car when Tom shot these two men.? 


Yeah he shoved me out of the way, I looked at Tom and i 
saw the gun, even by the time I saw the gun it vas done with. 


Who did he shoot first.? 


And then what happened Carol. ? 


He did them roth, when he done it he did then both 
really fast. > 


Yeah, that what I understand., But the man that was 
driving was not first, is this right.? 


Yeah 


And did yov see the man in the back seat do anything? 


No. 


How many times did Tom shoot the first man there the 
driver.? 


I guess he shot him once, cause thats what the 


paper said. 
I thought he shot the first man twice cause he it so 


fast. But he didn't. ZS 


Now what was the driver doing at the time Tom shot hin? 
Do you remember? 


He vas just setting there. 


Then after Tom shot him, then did you see the man in the 


back seat do anything.? 
No he did it too quick. 
Did he raise up or anything.? 


S m PECIA quim co Vo nsa n no 


Did any body say anything at that time.? 
I think I said something, like Oh My God, what have 


? Then he didn't even notice I was even there, 
dent € know if he was going to shoot me or not. I guess 


just forgot I was even there, it seemed like it. 
Then what did you do after he shot the two men? 
I don't know, I think I just stood there I don't know 


though I think I got out of the way. Then he took them 
out of the car and he dragged them. 


Tell me about that, which one did he take out of the car 


first.? 

I don't remember. 

Did you help drag the men over.? 
Mo I didn't do nothing. 


Did you watch hin while he cid it.? 


I didn't really watch hin, but I knew what he was doing. 


Yes, I understand that. 
But I wasn't really watching him. 
Where were yov standing at that point do you renszber.? 


I was witnin view of what was happening. I could 


No, 
he 


hear what was happening. I don't know where I was standing. 
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Did Tom say anything to you then Caxol. 2 


No he didn't say anything tc me, I just said Tom why 
did you do that. He didn't say nothing to me. Then he 
got back he didn't say anything he just shoved me in the 
car. He just said get in the car. He just started 


driving, he was tired and wanted to sleep. So he drove for 


awhile and then he stopped, I couldn't sleep because I 
was scared. I kept waking him up, so he drove farther 


stopped agaia and was resting, I think we stopped in Cascade 


cause I didn't even want to stay in the car. He was going 


to steal another car but he didn't. The car that he tried 
to steal was one that didn't work. I didn't know what I was 


doing. 

You were pretty scared about then weren't you.? j 

Yeah I didn't know if he was going to shoot me or not. 

m he wanted another car to shoct me in, I didn't 
now, 

After you left Cascade where did you go.? e 

Then he went to sleep after Cascade. He drove awhile 
and went to sleep. A little Lodge place. Some kind of 
little place. 

He wasn't really asleep he was just kinda resting. 


Then when did you leave there, was it getting light 
then Carol.? " n 


Yeah it was getting day light. 

Then what did you do.? 

Then we drove the car and ran out of gas and left ít. 
Did you try to push the car off the road.? 

Yeah, Tom did. 

What did you do.? 


I was just watching; hin kinda, I didn't know what he 
was gonna do. 


Did you get it pushed off the road.? 


Well he pulled it off the road. He was gonna push ít 
over a cliff, but he couldn't. 


Little too heavy huh.? 

That was what he said. 

Then what did you do.? 

Then we tried to get another ride. 
You still hitchhiked.? 
Yeah 

Did you get another ride.? 
Yeah 

Where did you go then? 


Almost to Doise. Right outside of Feise. And we got 
another ride to Boise. 


— Carol: 


Bob: 


7 Carol: 


Where did you stay in Boise.? 


We was in Boise for awhile in the day. I think I ate a 
Sandwich. We stopped and had some coffee, Then we 
Started to hitchhike out of Boise, Then we stopped at 

a truck stop, got a cup of coffee, and we met this other 
guy and he let us stay at his house. 


Did you stay there with this other guy a day or two.? 
Yeah 


What did you do when you were there, was that when the 
store was rob5ed.? 


Yeah 


Did you go along on that? Who did that was that Tom and 
some body.? : i 
Yeah Tom and this big fat guy and this little puny guy. 
That we was staying and this little guy was always. 
there zo they would always talk about doing things and 
stuff. 


Doing what kind of things.? 

Robberies, burglaries and stuff. It didn't seem like 
they would do them. They said they would try.to do a 
arned „ but the gun if you it down the 
bullets would fall out. I think the little guy's name 
was Rick. I didn't know his last name. I knew uim Marsh 
I knew his name, and his wife. 

Did you know them before you came to Boise, Carol.? 

No, I never met them before. We just met them when we 
was at the truck stop. They just picked us up like they 
was being real nice. He was driving a station wagon. 
Did he have a trailer house.? 

Yeah, they lived in a trailer house. 

Now was one of these guys wives pregnant.? 

Yeah she had her baby while we vas there. 

I am not interested in the details, Lut was it wnile 


you was staying there, that the men went and robbec 
the Seven Eleven or Circle K .2 


D 


Yeah 

How many nights did you stay there.? 

Just a couple, two or three. 

Then did you and Tom start hitchhiking on South.? 
Yeah 

How did you get out of town? Out of Boise.? 


Jim Marsh, he took us to this rest area, and we tried 
to get a ride from there, Then we got a ride. 


Wno did you get that ride with.? 
I don't know his name, sone dude I guess, 


Was he the sam2 one that was with you when vou were 


arrestea.? 


Carol: yes 


Jim: Did Tom talk about the shooting in Donnelly, with 
Rick Gilliam and Jim Marsh.? 


Carol: Yeah 
Jim: Did he tell them what he had done.? 
„Carol: Yeah, they knew just like it was nothing. Talked like 

it was something you do every day. I didn't like then 
to much. Talked about it like it was something all right 
to do. Something that every one does. I remember Ton 
used to tell me about killing people, I never beleived hin. 
I just wondered what was wrong. Then when he done it, I 
know I beleive him, It was in the paper and they read it. 

Bob: Oh, Rick and Jim Marsh read it in the paper. 

Carol: Yeah, it was the same day the robbery was in the paper. 


Bob: Oh I see. Carol, when you was picked up at the rest 
stop do you renenber that man's name.? " 


Carol: No 


Bob: Was his first name Steve, did you know him by Steve.? 
Carol: I didn’t know him by anything, I didn't even know his 
name, 
Bob: — that was the only ride you caught, and you got 
to Glennsferry where you were arrested. 


Carol: Yeah, we was arrested then. 
* Bob: This gun that Tom used, I understand that you had it 
in your purse there at „„ he had given it to 
you is that right.? 


‘Carol: No he had it in his pants, when he seen that we was 
getting pulled over he put it in my purse. 


Bob: : Oh I see, Now where did he get that gun? 

“Carol: I guess he stole it from my Mon's boyfriend. I didn't 
know he did, When we was in Boise I called my Mon, and 
she said that Bill's gun was stolen then I thought Tom 


wouldn't do that. Stealing fron my family, I just didn't ` 
beleive it really. But I guess he did. 


D 
Jin: Had you seen the gun before when nr. deat it.? 
Carol: No I never seen it before. 

Jin: Did you know he had one,? 

Carol: Yeah, I did. 

Jin: Did you ever call the cops about it.? 

Carol: No I think they talked to Bill about it, I don't know. 
Bob: Now was Bill, Mr, ------- .2 

Carol: Yes 

Bob: Is that your ncther's friend up in Lewiston.? 

Carol: Yes 


Bob: Do you have Fzothers and sisters up in Lewiston Caral.? 


mm. ~ 4a. 


Carol: Yeah I have a sister and a brother there. 

Bob: And how old ars they.? 

Carol: My brother is eleven, I think and my sister is fifteen, 
Bob: You are the oldest of the three kids.? 

Carol: I have an older sister, she is in California. 

Bob: Oh I see. . ^ 


Jim: There was sone question as to whether there was sone 
one else with you and Ton, for awhile was there. ? 


Carol: When? 


Jim: When you left Lewiston. Was there anyone else hitchhiking 
with you.? 

Carol: X don't think so. . 5 

Bob: Were there five of you in the car.? 

Carol: No 

‘Bob: Who is Hether? 

Carol: She is my friend. She lives in Lewiston. 

Jin: Is that Hether Baker.? 


Carol: Yeah 


Bob: Was she with you.? 

Carol: No 

Bob: What's your sister's name. 
Carol: Kathy 

Bob: Was Kathy with you at any time.? 
Carol: No 

Jin: Is she still in Lewiston.? 


Carol: Yeah 
Bob: What grade would she be in.? 
Carol: Eighth or ninth, I don't know. 


` Bob: We kinda heard somebody else was along and that was one 
M reason I wanted to come down and talk to you. 


Carol: If they was I didn't know about it. Must have been 
Someone invisibile. I didn't know of any body else. 
Just people that picked us up. 

Jin: Are you afraid of what Ton night do now.? 


Carol: I don't know sometimes. 


Jin: What are you afraid of that he might try to kill you too,? 
Carol: I guess Yeah, I don't know he is locked up now., ` 
Bob: Carol, who's baby are you going to have do you know.? 


o rte 


— SW 
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Were you aware that Ton's vife Thonasine had filed for 


a divorce with Ton.? Were you aware that he has written 


to her or contacted her.? 
Nc, has he. i 

I understood that he had. 
That's what we heard. 

No 


D 


Had he ever said that she would help him get out of 
trouble or anything like this.? 


Yeah, he used to talk about her some times, 
Was he mad at her.? 


No he sounded like he really liked her. He fold me 
that she was dead though. 


Well she isn't, 
You have never net her is this right.? 
He told me she was dead. 


seen ez vet some divorce papers on him, now he doesn't 
seem to want a divorce very bad, from what we hear. 


I thought it vas Over. His divorce vas over. 
re aps call Za SN 2 A 

to c . wonder try. to get 
A money from her, or something like this. 


xo 

Do you know where she would be at. 7 

No I t in some kinda hospital. I think that's 
Vet pen n Pase k 


Yeah, when we talked about it before. But he had 
always told youlthat she was dead is that right.? 


Yeah 


` Did he say how this happened, ? 


^ car wreck, I think. 


Carol where did you first meet Tom, I never did get that 
straight. 


In Fresno at the Fair. I'was working there and so 
was he, 


Was your Dad working at the Ccarnival.? 


He wasn't in Fresno. I was in Fresno but my dad wasn't. 


Was Tom working there.? 


Yeah, that's how I met hin. He was working on the 
Ferris Wheel I guess, 


What kind of work did you do there. 


I worked in the Concession, 


~ m~ . D 


* Sob: Sellin, candy and stulti. 


Carol: The ganes. 
Bob: Games oh, how long had you been working there. 2 


Carol: All surmer, but not with that same Carnival, With 
different ones. 


Jim: The last time you were in Cascade, you told. me on the way 
back down that you knew Kevin, the fellow that we have in 
the jail up there, Kevin----- that he worked on the 
Carnival with you. : 


Carol: No I didn't. I don't think. 


Jin: The one that was in there, that you had known hin in 
Oregon or someplace at the Carnival. 


Carol: I don't think I told you that I knew anyone. Cause 
I can't tell unless I see then. 


Jim: I beleive that you had talked to him there'at Cascade, 
when you laid down there in the cell area, he was 
working in the kitchen part, 


Carol: I didn't know anybody there. I didn't even know who was 
‘there. ; 


Jim: How long did you and Tom work together at the Carnival 
before you left. 


Carol: Just a couple days. I met him one night at a party 
for awhile, he was drinking and stuff. So I stopped 
for awhile and talked to him and stuff. Sone of my old 
friends I knew along time ago was there. But then I 
didn't see him again for a couple days. 


Bob: Did you have any trouble with the man that was sleeping 
in your sleeping bag.? 


Carol: No he was working. I quit my job and I just left. 1 
wasn't planning on sleeping with hin every night. He 
just decided that my sleeping bag was his, so I left it 
and let him keep it. 


Bob: That's what I meant. Tom didn't try to do anything to that. 
à nan. 

Carol: No 

Bob:: Where did you go from there.? 


Gecíded to go to Kentucky. He said his other brother vas 
dead, and he wanted to go see his mother about it, anà 


~ Bob: All the way there.? 


Caroli Yeah, I think we stole a car. Sone peoples car, Tor 
stole it. 


Satz: Did you stay back in Kentucky for awhile? 


Carol: We didn't even stay there overnite, just for a day I thirk. 


Jin: 


Carol: 


Bob: 


Carol: 


Bob: 


Carol: 
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Was Tom afraid that sone body would catch up with him 
there.? š 


Yes he said be was wanted, but Tom was pretty screwy I 
didn't beleive every thing he said. He told me that he 
had killed people before and stuff and I didn't beleive 
him. I thought what kinda line às this. 


Had you been with Tom when he killed any body else besides 


the other two fellows? 
No 


Are you inclined to beleive his stories now.? After 
what happened. 


Yeah, I guess, After that happened I thought well I'm 
gonna die, I thought maybe I'm not cause he Could have 
Shot me when he shot the other two guys. 


Did he scare you there when he shot those other two 
fellows.? E 


Yeah 

Did you try to run away from the car.? e 

I don't really remember but I don't think I ran 
there was no place to run to. I thought he would just 
run after me, 


You said that you had hitchedhiked back to Kentucky, 
how did you get back to Idaho Carol? 


This guy that we had a ride vith, he had a stolen car so 
we stole it fron him. He told Tom that, it was a hot car 
so we took. 

Was that back in Kentucky? 

I think it was in Virginia. 

Did you drive it all the way to Idaho? 
Yeah 

Did you drive clear to Lewiston Carol? 


Almost we left it somewhere. I don't remenber where. 
I don't remember what he done with it. 


Just west of ------near Peck? 

I don't know I can't remember where we left it. 
What color of car was that. 

It was a red Grinlum, 

Did it have Virginia licenses on it. 

I think, it had some plates from back east. 


The fellow that you and Tom stole it from, where vas 
that at that you took it.? 


Virginia I think. I don't know it was the next state to 
Kentucky. i 


Before you took the car from him, did he and Tom do 
some burglaries.? 
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Yes 

Do you remember where those were.? 

There just on the road. I don't know where they were, 

In Virginia? 

No, before we got to Kentucky. 

Just along the route all along the way. ` 

Yes 

What all did they get? Do you remember? 

Nothing worth anything. Ciarettes and candy bars andfood. 


Did this fellow Pick you and. Tom up before you got to 
Kentucky? ; 


Yeah, he picked us up in Texas or right out of Texas. 
And then the three of you went to Kentucky is that it? 


-Yeah 


Then were there robberies there in Kentucky. Where dia 
you take the car irom hin? 3 


Some where in Virginia at a restaurant. 

Do you remember what his name was? 

No 

Did he have a hick name that you called hin by? 

Ko I probably knew his name but I don't remenber it, 


Cause we was with him for a long tine. I don't remember 
his name. ` 


m A " D 
INTERVIEW AT NEVADA STATE PREISON, CARSON CITY, NEVADA, JUNE 17, 1975 


Persons present: Carol Spaulding, Rob Renaklus, Valley County 
Prosecutor; Lyan k. Thomas, Denuty Attorney General, State of Idaho 


THOMAS: tie wanted to make a € of this because we had some 

more questions we want to ask you if vou arc willing to answer ^7 ` "| 
them. 

REMAKLUS: How long have you been donn herc? 
SPAULDING: J came down one week and I went back the next and LOS 
then I came back. = : : d 
REMAKLUS: Yea, I didn't have a chance to come over to Caldwell IN 
to see you when you were there. * T a 
SPAULDING: Yea, my Mom didn't either. 

REMAKLUS: Yea, well we got caught in a rea? funny deal un there, ` 
yeu know, and then trial was postponed, and Christ, we didn't 

know where anybody was going, and so we still don't know. what 

we're going to do, Carol, so we though we'd better come down and 

see how you're getting along. Anyvay, you look healthy, young lady. 
SPAULDING: I just want out of here. 

RENAKLUS : Oh, 1 don't blame you, not a bit. 

SPAULDING: I understand that I'm c — for parole in July. 
is that right? 

REMAKLUS: I don't know, do you Lynn? 

THOMAS: No, I don't. 

SPAULDING: Well, a federal "m that my jail time counts, that's 
a federal law. 

REMAKLUS: Yea, I think you get credit, yeah. 

SPAULDING: And that will make 8 months sooner, (unintelligiblc) 


REMAKLUS: Well, I don't, I wouldn't want us to encourage vou, 
because I don't know, but it very vell could be, Carol. I would 
imagine that your jail time would count, but T don't...I've never 
had occasion to follov up on any of that. Lynn had sone ouest ions 


he wanted to ack you. I don't know what they arc. ho you want to 


load out first? 
THOMAS: Yeah, I can do that, or you can ge ahead with your eucstions | 
first. That might be best. 


SPAULDING: 1 don't understand what this 


; 
E. 


H 
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THOMAS: Well, we have somemore quetions. Now, you remember you 
talked to Bob once before and he went over some questions that he 
had with you at that time. 

SPAULDING: “Yea, well I'm kind of jittery about having a tape 
recording. It kind of bothered me. 

REMAKLUS: Well, it's okay. 

THOMAS: Well we need to do it so that we can have a record that 
we can transcribe and read over it again. 

REMAKLUS: It takes so long to write it out in longhand is the 
only reason we're doing that. Any time you want us to stop we'll 
turn it off. 

THOMAS: You don't have to answer any questions that we ask, and 
if you don't want us to ask any questions we won't. 

SPAULDING: Well, is it about Tom? 

THOMAS: It is about Tom, yes. 

REMAKLUS: Now he wrote (uite a long..like the beginning of a 
book. 

SPAULDING: Yea I guess so. know wrote him and asked him for sone 
money. I said if you are making money off it, send me some, but 
I guess he didn't, so 

REMAKLUS: ` Yea, here's one he wrote about Maxwell. Let's see, I 
haven*t sien Tom since...well you were up in Idaho then and we 
were in rt once up to Grangeville, and he was up there for a 
few days and now he's back over in Boise. I want to ask you..I 
don't know really where to Start, but I want to start when you 
first met him. Was he working with the carnival when you first 
met him down there? 

SPAULDING: Yea. 


REMAKLUS: And was you Dad working with that same carnival? Was 


that it? 

SPAULDING: Well ho ws-a't there. I planned on meeting ny Dad there, 
but he wasn't there 

PEMAKLUS: That was arour! Sacramento wasn't it, where the carnival 


was? 
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SPAULDING: It was in Fresno. 
REMAKLUS: In Fresno. 
THOMAS: Do you remember when that was, Carol? 
SPAULDING: No, it was around the first of September. 
THOMAS: 1974? 
REMAKLUS: No. 
SPAULDING: That was last year, 1974. 
REMAKLUS: It would be '73, 
SPAULDING: No. 

THOMAS: This is '7S. 
SPAULDING: only knew him two nonths before he got arrested. 
REMAKLUS: Oh, that's right. l 
SPAULDING: I only knew him for a very short time. 
REMAKLUS: Yeah, that's right. 
SPAULDING: No, I mean like when I met him the only reason I went 
with him was because i wanted to see my Mom. I understood thet he 
had a car which I never saw. 
THOMAS: Did you go from Fresno to Idtho, or did you go with him 
to some other place? 
SPAULDING: We started to Idaho, and then we turned around and went 
to Kentucky. But then we ended up going to Idaho. 
THOMAS: Do you remember when you went to Kentucky, approximately? 
SPAULDING: In the middle of September. 
THOMAS: And you went from Fresno to Kentucky? 
SPAULDING: Well we got right up to the top of California because 
I was headed for home, I wanted to see my Mom, and then he said his 
brother died, so I thought well he's conin' home with me, I might 
as well go home with him. We then went to see his parents. 1 
gucss he just made up a big story is what I understood. 
REMAKLUS: How did you gct...when you and Tom...you left the 
Carnival didn't you, together. Did he tell you he had a car at that 
tinc? 
SPAULOING: rea. 
FEMAXLUS: But he didn't. Did ke steal ou cor er did yon hitchhike? 


SPAULDING: re hitchhiked, but after while ke stole a car. 
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REMAKLUS: Was that still in California, Carol? 

SPAULDING: Yea, he stole it in Barstow, California. 

REMAKLUS : How far did you drive that car? 

SPAULDING: To Albuquerque, New Mexico. 

REMAKLUS: And then where did you go from Albuquerque? 

SPAULDING: Then we went to Kentucky. 
REMAKLUS: Well what did you do, go up towards northern California 
and then double back down south? f 3 ; 
SPAULDING: Yea. 

REMAKLUS: Did you guys get in any kind of trouble in, uh, out of 
Flagstaff? 

SPAULDING: Huh uh. 

REMAKLUS: Anywhere around in Arizona? 

SPAULDING: When we was in Flagstaff we were only there for maybe 
an hour at the most. We stopped and had coffee. 


- REMAKLUS: And then you went on...where did you leave the car that 


you stole? 

SPAULDING: Oh, we met these people in Flagstaff and we geve it 
to them. : 

REMAKLUS: Where did you go from Flagstaff? How were you travel- 
ing then, Carol? 

SPAULDING: I don't think we went to Phoenix, we went through New 
Mexico. 

REMAKLUS: Through New Mexico? 

SPAULDING: Yea, Albuquerque is in New Mexico. 

REMAKLUS: Yes. 

SPAULDIN G: I think we went straight into New Mexico it seems 
like. I don't remeber any state. 

THOMAS: Do you remember when you get to Kentucky? 

SPAULDING: probably the end of September, approximately. I'm 
really not sure. (unintelligible) 

THOMAS: lo the best of your recollection it would be that it was 
around the end of September when you arrived there? 


SPAULDING: Yea. 


THOMAS: An: do you rcaczber how long you stayed? 
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SPAULDING: We didn't even stay a full day. We was there..I guess 
he had some relatives there..we seen some of his relatives..two 

of his aunts. I remember that ve just had short visits with them. 
THOMAS: And then where did you go when you left Kentucky? 
SPAULDING: Well we was hitchhiking with this guy and he was going 
up through Virginia and up that way, so we started going with him, 
and then we took his car and we went to Lewiston. So I think we 
went in to Virginia. ; * j 
THOMAS: You took his car? 
SPAULDING: It wasn't his car, he took it from someone too. 
REMAKLUS: Did you drive the same car all the way fron Virginia 

to Idaho? : 

SPAULDING: Yea. 

THOMAS: Well what happened to the guy that had the car? 

SPAULDING: I don't know, we left him in a restaurant. 

THOMAS : Oh, and then you drove all the way to Lewiston in that car? 
` SPAULDING: Right by Lewisten, right outside of Lewiston. 

THOMAS: Do you remember when, approximately, you got to Lewiston? 
SPAULDING: It was right before Halloween. 

THOMAS: That would be shortly before the end of October? 

SPAULDING: Yea. 

THOMAS: Now, as I understand it, you left Kentucky about the end 
of September and did you spend a month getting to Lewiston from 
Kentucky? 

SPAULDING: It deesn't seem like that, we drove Straight through. 
But there might be something... 

REMAKLUS: Did you have any money then? 

SPAULDING: Well you remember this guy that had that car, they stole 
a bunch of cigarettes and stuff and sold them, a bunch of cartons 

of cigarettes. I guess his folks give him some money. 

REMAKLUS: Tom's folks? 

SPAULDING: His aunts give us some money that we had. 


T' AS: In Kentue ky? 
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SPAULDING: Yea. It wasn't much of it.. 
elo: As: Is it possible that you left Kentucky later then the end 
of September? 
“SPAULDING: Yea it is, because I got hone later. 
THOMAS: Can you recall zbout how long it took you to drive across 
the country from Kentucky to Lewiston? 
SPAULDING: A couple weeks. 
THOMAS: A couple weeks. 
SPAULDING: We stopped along. 
REMAKLUS: Did Tom work anywhere or did you work anywhere? 
SPAULDING: No, Tom told me that he had some money, the whole time 
he kept telling me, you know like he told me he had ro'ey when I 
met him, but he never ended up to have any. 
REMAKLUS: Well how did you live coming across from Kentucky? Did 
you Stop, did he rob anything on the trip west? 
SPAULDING: It ended up with him and this other guy, but I wouldn't 
get involved, I told him I wasn't going to get (Unintelligible) 
THOMAS: Were you ever with Tom at a place called the McCoy Ranch 
in California? 
SPAULDING: Yea, that was on our way, that's when we was going 
from California...we was there (unintelligible) 
THOMAS: What can you tell ne about that place? What did you see 
there... 
SPAULDING: I thought it was a really nice place. It's really 
pretty. 
REMAKLUS: Where's that? 
SPAULDING: Malibu, Malibu, California. It's up on a hill. 
THOMAS: Was there a house there? 
SPAULDING: Yea, and there was a trailer. He had a bunch of 
gardens. 
THOMAS: Did you moet any people there on the ranch? 


SPAULDING: I didn't, I guess Ton did. 
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THOMAS: How long did you stay therc? 

SPAULDING: Not even a day. We was poiny te work here, but we 
never did because he wasn't paying us nothing except vegatables, 
so we didn't work there. 

THOMAS: Well do you renember app.oximately when you got there, to 
the McCoy Ranch. 

SPAULDING: That was right after I met him. A week in September. 
THOMAS: Sometime around the middle of September? | 
SPAULDING: Yea, maybe a weekend in September we was there. 
THOMAS: You think you met Tom around the first part of September, 
and then within a week was when you were at McCoy Ranch. 
SPAULDING: Yeah. 

THOMAS: Did you see anything inusual or hear anything unusual 

at the McCoy Ranch? 

SPAULDING: No, just this Lr. McCoy, he seemed pretty weird. 
THOMAS: Could you desc ibe him and tell me as much as you can about 
Mr. McCoy? 

SPAULDING: Well we got there and you know, we heard he was hiring 
people, so that's why we went there. Some other people that lived 
up on a different mourtain told us that he hired people, so we went 
up there and he told us all about...he showed us his vegetable 
garden, and give us sone vegetables. He said tomorrow we could go 
to work and he give us a couple handfuls of vegetables. He told 
us that this is thc only food that's any good for you..he's a 
vegetarian I guess. Ile just secmed weird. I guess the only other 
people I saw there were pcople working, but I didn't really see 
close up, I seen them from a distance (unintelligible) people worked 
in his garden. 

THOMAS: Did you meet the foreman of the ranch? Do you remember 
there being a foreman around? 

SPAULDING: There was a guy, a Mexican man, Salvador I guess, Tom 
told me ahout him, he told me he was as crazy as the old man, but 

I didn't really...cause we just, well we got there and there was 
this little shack and we was supposed to live there according to 


icCovc. so. inst went down and seat to sloon hecouse f ver rana 


CE 


A692 2860 ak ett 
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tired, and while I was aslcep Tom vas running around looking at 
everything, I guess, and he said he met this Salvador there. 
REMAKLUS: Is the old man, is that Mr. McCoy? 

SPAULDING: Yea. ; 

REMAKLUS: Is he elderly? 

SPAULDING: Yea, he was old. 

REMAKLUS : Anything unusual about him? 
did he dress? e 

SPAULDING: I can't really remember. I 
good. He just seemed weird. 


at did he look like, how 


Eu ` Age E 


n't think he dressed too 


THOMAS: What could you...could you gs pinpoint in your mind 
what it was you thought about. . that was Seira about hin. 
SPAULDING: That fact that he wanted us A work for vegetables for 
just a couple vegetables. l 


, THOMAS: You thought that that was str. ige. 
‘SPAULDING: Yea. I thought, and to live n a dump like that. We 


understood we was going to get roon and board. 
THOMAS: But you stayed in the shack? i 


M 


SPAULD'NG: I just stayed..he just sta d a little while, and then 
we got up and left because we wasn't going to work there. 
REMAKLUS: What were you traveling in? 

SPAULDING: We were hitchhiking. d 

THOMAS: Did Tom say anything about having been at that ranch before? 
SPAULDING: Huh uh, because I didn't think Tom had ever been there 
because these people referred it to us. 

THOMAS: Who was it that referred you there do you know? 
SPAULDING: These people that let us stay overnight at their house 
THOMAS: Where was that? 

SPAULDING: It was on another mountain. 

THOMAS: In or near Malibu? 

SPAULDING: Yea, we was in Malibu. 

THOMAS: And they told you about McCoy's place. 


SPAULDING: Yea, they said that this ticCov guy would iot us stay there. 
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What about this McCoy's ranch? What happened there, I'd like to 

know. 

THOMAS: Well 

SPAULDING: cause some guys from Los Angeles came to talk to me 

about it once. 

THOMAS: We're trying to find out whether anything happened there 


or not. There was sone contention that Mr. McCoy may have been 


involved with a cult of some kind that was performing human sacrifices. 


Did you ever hear anything like that? 

SPAULDING: Not until these investigators from Los Angeles came. 

I was just kind of curious, cause I always though. he was some kind 
of nut...when I was there he just...he seemed insane. 

REMAKLUS: Probably a good thing you got out of there, because it 
was young girls 

SPAULDING: Yea, that's what I think 

THOMAS: About how long were you there, more than a day? 

SPAULDING: Oh no, we was there oh 6 hours. 

REMAKLUS: Oh, you didn't stay all night then? 

SPAULDING: Huh uh, we didn't stay that night. We got there in 

the morning, and then he give us some vegetables, and then that was 
a big disappointment, so we just went and found this shack and went 
to sleep...I went to sleep, I don't know where Tom went, I 

don't know what he did while I was asleep, but he talked about this 
Salvador guy that was riding around on a .orse and he said he was 
pretty crazy too. 

THOMAS: Did you sce any, uh...was there any stove or any other kind 
of utilities in the shack that you stayed in? 

SPAULDING: No, it was just nothing, like a grass hut. 

THOMAS: Did you cook anything in there, or have a fire in the place 
at al1? 

SPAULDING: No, I think there was a place for a fire, but I'm not 
sure, I can't remember, it was so long ago. 

THOMAS: Were you ever with Ton in a place called jean, Nevela? 


SPAULDING: We didn't go through Nevado when wo went through 


ent through Arizona when we went out of California, 
ever mention knowing anybody in Nevada? ; 
n't know, I don't think so. : 
fever tell you anything about any kind of narcotics 
tion that he knew about? 
it was down in California I think. 
involved in that? e M S 
didn't say nobody, he just said he had a lot of 
BE of dope, but he didn't have neither one. : 
ia that? 
fou ever meet anybody named Jerry and Donna Sage? 
net a Jerry and Donna, that ae the people we 
D, but I don't know if they was the same ones, . is 
-did you meet them, do you renember? 
| Flagstaff, we picked them up and then we give them 
querque, but he said he knew another Jerry and 
tow or Fresno. But I didn't meet then. 
ople that you met in Flagstaff, you say you gave 
- Which car was that? 
at's the one we stole in Barstow. 
Then what did they do? When was the last time 
Well we stayed in a motel that night and let them use 
that was the last time I seen them. They went out 


I guess. 


THOMAS: Da you remember when approximately that was? 
SPAULDING: No, probably about 2 weeks in September, maybe 3. 


Spaulding 
Don't know if that was their last name or not, but they 
Colorado, Warm Springs, Colorado. 
Warm Springs? 
b: Uh huh. They were high class. 
What did they look like? A 
: Jerry he had dark hair and he was pretty big. He — 
ittractive cowboy hat and he had lots of guitars and stuff. — 
he was a performer. His wife Donna she was real nice, real. 
joking. 1 think she was blond, I don't remember. 


| Now it was in California where you saw them? 


ING: No, we met them in Barstow. Their car broke down and 


gave them a ride 
| where is Barstow, is that in California or Nevada? 

: No, in Flagstaff is where we met them. 

And for what period of time were you with them, how long, 
renenber that? 

C:' Just long enough to drive from Flagstaff to Albuquerque. 

Uh huh. Then they took the car at that point, huh? 

G: Uh huh. 
Did Tom say anything about them after they had gone? 
No. 

Do you remember what kind of clothing they were wearing the 
me you saw them? e 
NG: They were fancy, like he had a real fancy cowboy hat 
ttle things around it. They had luggage and stuff, 


How about, now you sort of described Jerry as having a cow- 


Yea, I remenber that because he always wore that. 
How about Donna, what did she wcar? 
ING: I can't remember, nothing too out of the ordinary. She 
coat with fur around it, around the bottox. 
Was she wearinz a dress, or slacks or 


MLDING: Slacks. 


LD - Spaulding 
RAS: A blouse or T-shirt or anything of that kind? 
Moine: Oh I can't remember, that's so long ago. We didn't 
then that long for ne to notice. 
: Was there any incident that you can remember involving 
£ llow that you met in a cafe in California, that supposedly 
We you some trouble about your buying a bunch of different things 


coke and root beer and milk? S S 


SPAULDING: In California? 
THOMAS: Or some other place? Do you remember any incident like 
that? 
JLDING: Huh uh, no. Well usually all the places I went with Ton 
ually didn't go in, except you know like restaurants for coffee 
S mt in. Most of the time he went in bars and had a beer. I 


can't go in bars and I don't drink beer, so I just wait out in 


e car. So I really...it didn't seem like he got in fights though, 
LI always come out okay. 
THOMAS: Did Tom ever talk to you about any of the satanist cults 
or anything like that? ; 
PAULDING: No...no he didn't, but I think once just before we got 


arrested, he said I'm a satanist. I thought you're crazy, and 1 


< 


Phought....1 don't care. 

EMAKLUS: Did he tell you anything about what it is to be a 
E 

SPAULDING: No, I just thought it was someone that believe in satan, 
I didn't think nothing of it. I just thought, you know, big deal. 
THOMAS: Apart from these two people that were involved in the 
Shoot ing up in Idaho, did you ever see Tom harm or kill any other 
Person? 

SPAULDING: No, he was always really, seemed like a nice guy. But 
Biter that he didn't seem so nice. 

Tuomas: Did he ever talk about. .. in any kind of terns. .. about people 
Bho pushed dope or things like chat? Was he critical of pecple 


kho were dope pushers? 
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SPAULDING: 1 don't think so... 

REMAKLUS: Carol... 

SPAULDING: Nothing about it. 

REMAKLUS: You know the night Tom killed those two fellows up at 
Donnelly, had you Stopped at McCall just..you remember the little 
town you went through just before you stopped there, when Tom 


killed those two guys, that was Donnelly, just a little old wide 


place in the road. z 
SPAULDING: Yea, I don't remember that town, but I remember McCall. 
REMAKLUS: Okay, did you stop there in McCall? Did you go in any- 
place there? i 

SPAULDING: I think I went into that big motel over by the Iske. 
THOMAS: The Shore Lodge? 

SPAULDING: 1 don't know the name of it. 

REMAKLUS: Did you go up some steps and then into a lobby then you 
can took right on the lake? 

SPAULDING: No, I don't think so. 

KEÉMAKLUS: Did yo: go to a place called the Yacht Club? 

SPAULDING: No. 

MAKLUS: Did Tom get in a fight with somebody there, or did 
SPAULDING: No, I wouldn't know, I didn't know if he did. You 
know, like all the way down, everywhere we went, he would always 
go in and get beer and stuff, I don't know what happened. 
REMAKLUS: Well, we keep hearing about a fight there at the Yacht 
Club, and very frankly, I don't think, obviously there was a 
fight, but I think it vas Saturday night and you and Tom didn't 
Ser to McCall until after that did you? 

SPAULDING: I don't know. I think it was a Sunday. 

REMAKLUS: When did you leave your Mother's place? 

SPAULDING: Uh, it was the day before the World's Fair ended. I 
don't know the date. I remember that because my sister went. 

It was going to close the next day. 

REMAKLUS: And then, uh, but what i, did you get into McCall the 


same night that you left your Mother's place? 
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SPAULDING: Yea. 

REMAKLUS: And then it was that same night that Tom shot those two 
guys there by Donnelly, wasn't it? 

SPAULDING: Yea. 

` REMAKLUS: That's the way, that's what I understood it to be. 
SPAULDING: Yea. I don't think he got in any fight though, because 
if he would, I would have known. — S 
REMAKLUS: Well, I agree with you, I think that's right I think 
you would have known about it, he probably would have talked about 
it, you know, in your car. 

SPAULDING: Yea 

REMAKLUS: But there at McCall, did the men all get out of the car 
at McCall? Or did you get out? 

SPAULDING: I don't remember, I got out to walk around and stretch, 
but I don't remember, I think they did but I'm not sure, I can't 
say for sure, but I think so. 

REMAKLUS: Well listen, Lynn doesn't know too much about what 
happened there at Donnelly, when the guys got shot, so would you 
just tell him about it please. 

SPAULDING: Well, I really don't like to talk about it. 

REMAKLUS: I don't blame you. 

THOMAS: I don't blame you either, but I'd sure appreciate it if 
you could tell us, because it is difficutt for us 

SPAULDING: It's already on one recording, isn't it? Jim Maxwell. 
REMAKLUS: Did Jim make it, I guess we made it 

SPAULDING: Now who are you? 

REMAKLUS: Well he is going to help me in the trial. 

SPAULDING: When is the trial? 

REMAKLUS: We don't know yet. Judge Durtschi hasn't told us yet. 
T think we're going to find out the 30th. 

SPAULDING: of this month? 

BEMAELUS: Yea, that's whar | understand. is thet right what Judge 


Rurtschi said 


4 
$ 
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Kaine 


THOMAS: Yea, right. 


SPAULDING: Well why was my parents subpoenaed? 


REMAKLUS: To uh, just to identify that gun. Yea, I met your 


and Mr. Schreiber. ud 


Mother S 


$ 


SPAULDING: Yea. 


RENAKLUS: Yeah, they were down there. EC 
SPAULDING: Then. why didn't you tell them where I was; couse ` 
wanted to see them. ` 3 
RET AKLUS: Well, yea I know, but everything, we started to pick a 
jury and then when finally the Judge granted the motion then it z 
was late in the day, and I don't know exactly what happened, : 
why your Mother and Mr. Schreiber had to get back to 

SPAULDING: They couldn't find out, nobody would tell them where 
Iwas. They didn’t know I was in Caldwell or they would have come 

up and asked for me. 

REMAKLUS : - Well I don't remember, it's only about a hundred miles 

so they probably will. We may, Carol, we may go back up north of 
Lewiston and have the trial, and of course you'd get to see your 
Mother then. 

SPAULDING: Yea, well I want to get out in July. 

REMAKLUS: I don't blame you. What are you going to do about your 
baby? 

SPAULDING: I'm going to keep it. 

REMAKLUS: What kind is it going to be, is it going to be a boy 

baby or a girl baby? 

SPAULDING: 1 don't know. 

RENAKLUS: Guess it doesn't make any difference, does it? Both 

kinds are pretty nice. 

SPAULDING: Yea. When I get out, I'm going into a progran where ï 
can have it, I think, but then I'm joing to have it near because 

I'm going to go in this program and get an education and job training. 
REMAKLUS: What kind of work do you think von want to study for or 


train? 
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SPAULDING: I haven't thought about it too much, secretarial, 1 
guess, I know a little about that. 

REMAKLUS: Where would this training program be? 

SPAULDING: This is Seattle. 

REMAKLUS: Did you find out about that since you've been here? 
SPAULDING: Yea, my friend in Seattle is helping me with it. She 
used to be a case worker I guess and she knows about it. 
REMAKLUS: Carol, I want you to tell Lynn about that thore at 
Donnelly. 

SPAULDING: Well, you hare it on another tape. 

REMAKLUS: Well, why don't you just go through it, it will only 


take you. a minute. 


SPAULDINC: Why do you want it on tape? 


RAMAKLUS: So we can have it transcribed and (unintelligible) is 
all. Do you want us to turn off the recorder. 

SPAULDING: I just don't want to talk about it really. 

THOMAS: Well, could I ask you, without going into the details, 

let me ask you this question. Did these two people, Bradford 

and Arnold, did they attack you or make any advances? 

SPAULDING: They didn't attack me they just Kinda, they were drunk. 
They just started acting fresh kind of. 

THOMAS: But did they make any move that made you feel threatened 
in any way? 

SPAULDING: They just made me feel like moving on. 

REMAKLUS: Did they put their hands on you? 

SPAULDING: Yea. 

REMAKLUS: Where did they put their hands on you? 

SPAULDING: Just had them over my shoulder and they were trying 

to get down in my breast and I was just kind of moving over. ] didn't 
like that. 

THOMAS: But did tacy go beyond that? 

SPAULDING: 1 don't knee, they were just laughing and druak. What- 


they was doiag they thought it was real funny. 


Spaulding 
Did either of them try to rape you or anything like that? 
They didn't attack me. They was like one guy was 


ind the other was passed out kind of in the back. He 


ally passed out, he was just laying there. He'd laid there 
time he got in the car. 
He wasn't doing much of anything, the guy in the back? 


He was kind of laughing and reaching up over my shoulders. 


Was he the one that was trying to put his hand m your 


the one in the back seat? 
Both, well the guy in front started to put his arm 


e and I moved off. 
Would you say it was more of an annoyance than.something 


de you think that rou bad something to fear from them? 


ING: I don't know, I was just, I mean I first thought God, 


wrong with these guys. 
Were you afraid of then, let me ask you that. 


ING: I don't think so. I think if they had gone any 


it would have started scaring me a little. 
But you weren't frightened by them at least up to the point 


D 
H 


ber did go? 
DING: If they would have stopped I wouldn't have been, but 


just wouldn't leave me alone. 
LUS: Did they kind of give you the willies? 
DING: Yea, they weren't my type. 


It was pretty dirty in the car, wasn't it, Carol? 


Yea. 


Didn't that one fellow mess in the back seat? 


Yea, they were siphoning gas and they put the hose 


there, and I thought thc hose was leaking d the hose kept 


They say oh the hose is leaking, and i'd go oh, no its not. 


was him, wasn't it? 


Yea, he was going go the bathroom in the back seat and 


kia oF sick. The 


1ding 


weren't were you, Carol? 


I don't drink. I don't like beer, I think it's 
rou outside of the car when Tom shot these two guys? 


were both inside? Is that right? 
Tom was outside too. 
other words you and Tom were outside of the car 
both inside? 
a Was getting out to go to the bathroom. 
ere already out though, is that right? 
a, I'd just got out and he just shoved me away real 
the time I even stopped being shoved he had then 


jonder why he shot the one in the front seat. Do 
dea? .Did he ever say? 
ph? 
he ever say why he shot the driver? [e m P 
don't know. Then after he shot then yé put them in 
"Then he started kicking them around saying "fuck 
gain, huh." Started talking to them. I was really 
d "Tom, why did you do it?" He said "just get in the 
all he said was just get in the car. We got in and 
ng. 
was getting pretty cold that night wasn't it, Carol? 
ea, it was real cold. 
use I remember the next day when we were out there, 


the bodics, I went out there about an hour and it 
was Cold. 


mag: Let me ask 


iT f gas down 


you this, Carol. After the car, I guess the 
! r 1 1 


the 0 | symoawhere 


SPAULI "i Yea it did, we just parked it. H 

DING: j I 

zx —j— 2 2 - 
Boise with somehody, is that correct? 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


J. RAY DURTSCHI ` Fell 
E = 


Dey 
Dotober 197 10:05 a.m. Wallace 
Beto Time Place 


STATE OF IDAHO, Plaintiff 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant Bruce Robinson 


Subject of Proceeding: 01 OR 10 SUPPRESS EVIDENCE 
BE IT KNOWN, that the following proceedings were had, to-wit: y 


This hearing is on a Motion to Suppress evidence of the statement of 
Nov. 8, 1974. There is no Affidavit supporting Motion the defendant will 
be called to submit evidence in support of this Motion. 

Mr. Robison made statement that there are two parts to this 

1. ALL investigation reports, statements by the defendant 
Spaulding. He claims that the defendant was under the influence 0 
at Mountain Home, and not full consent, not in right mind, and not 4 
standing the miranda warning given to him, He does not believe that the 
defendant was in command of full faculties to make a statment at that time. 

2. That this statement is highly prejudicial to defendant, aa it 
refers to out of state involyments and also in-s&ate involvments. Mr. 3 
Robinson feels that at least a part of this statement should be suppresed. 

The court stated that his concern is that nothing prejudicial be 
reported to the paper until the jury is selected. He advised all that 
there is an Order entered regarding publicity. 2 

Mr. Robinson said that he is satisfied that all present in court are 
qualified to remain. 

Mr. Remaklus gaid that he has had no affidavit to go on and asks the 
court for a continuante to get other witnesses. Ec 

Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creedh was called, sworn and direct examined < 5 
by Mr. Robinson. He said that he was spprehended in this matter on 
nov. 8, 197k. He was born on Aug. 9, 1990, being 24 yous oo ag. He has 
used most drugs, some of which were marijuana, coosin, speed and LSD, also =. 
window pane (acid). He tock drugs just before his arrest in this matter. 
He fesis that this affected his mental condition and spaced him out. He 
ean remember being in two different jails and can identify some of the 
people he talked to, such as Mr. Maxwell and Wes Woodall,cant't remember 
anyone else, nor can he remember just what he was told or what he said. 
He thinks that he was given miranda warning. He has read the statement, 
and recalls some of i but not all of it, someone „lee wrote it down 
while he was talking. H6 is not sure that he read the statement after 
it was made and that he signed is. 

Mr. Robinson asked defendant to write his full name that he used 
&8 his signature. 


Defendants ZExhibi. A (signature, d. 
. eer aM RR L AN Approved: 
1 8 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


co T MINUTE $ 


STATE OF IDAHO \ 


Derendant testified that his signature is not always the same. 
He was asked if page 2 of the statment, if that was tia signature. 
Defendant said that he was not sure of page 2 nor page 3, but said 
that the signature on page U, 5, 6 and 7 were not his. 


Defendants Exhibit B ( photo copy statment 11/8/74) marked. 


Mr. Robinson asked the defendant when he felt that he was in control 
of his full faul un? ‘ 

Defendant said after Thangsgiving at the Ade County Jail. He does 
remember sore things that happened before that time. Visits from different 
police officers. He was on wediation at that time. After Dec. 2h, 1974 
he recalls most evant. On Nov. 8, 197i he was not able to understend 


-what was told Piu nor to give correct responses. He thinks that his rights 


were given to him, but he does not know how he responded to them, 
„ Remaklus cross examined the defendant. He asked if he was denying . 
that he signed the voiuntary statement. 

Defendant said that it looked like his signature, but did not remember. 

He waa asked where he was on Nov. 7, 197k? 

Defendant seid ho was in Boise, Idaho with Carol Spaulding, J: Marsh 
end another kid. He does not know how long he was in Boise, he dia do 
Some target practicing, does not remember just who was there. 

He said that he and Carol were picked up at a rest stop, lat at night 
by Steven Rivers. No one was with Rivers when be picked them up. They 
asked Mr. Rivers for a ride, but he does not remember who was driving when 
they left the rest stop. 

He was esked if he had acid with him in Lewiston, Idaho? 

He said that he did, that he used it alot. 

He was asked about his arrest at Glenn Ferry? 

Defendant said that he does not remember much of this, exoept that 
there Was a shot gun and that made him nervous. He said that he had taken 
acid just before the officers stopped the car. 

He was asked about making the statement the next afternoon after his 
arrest? 

Defendant said the statement was made to Jim Maxwell and Wea Woodall, 
that Mr. Woodall was ther all the time. He remembers being hand cuffed 
to Hr. Maxwell, but does not know just where he was. He is not sure that 
the statement is his. He has seen a copy o^ statement before, and the 
initiels TEC are his but he is not sure that he put them on ths statement. 
The signaute could be his but he is not supe He remembers the topic and 
Questioning sbout double murder and arne odbery. Mr. Remaklus reac 
Some of the statement facts to defendant. » said that he is not denying 
that he signed the statement but is not sure thas it 12 his signature. 

He said that he feit that che time o^ day on statment was correct as it 
wes taken in the day tims. 

Court recessed 17:00 4.2. 
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Court reconvened 11:10 a.m. 
Mr. Remaklus continued examining the defendant. He asked if he 


made the statement on page 1, that Wayne tried to rape Carol, 
Defendant said that he was not sure. 


State's Exhib.t 1 (poem) marked, identified, offered and admitted, 


He wae asked about a conversation with Bud Mason? d 
Defendant said he did talk to Mr. hasen, but not sure what he told $ 


SS 


hin i 
Mr. Robinson re direct examined the defendant regarding his talking 
with Mr. Maxwell and Mr. Woodall. > E 
He was asked when the poem, States Exhibit 1, was writtenand was his 
mind olear then? He answered thet it was on May 22, 1975, the day of 
the mis-trial. 
Witness excused. 
Mr. Robinson said that there was nothing fu-ther. 


George Menzik, Glenns Ferry Police Officer, Called, sworn and direct 
examined by w. Remaklus. He presented testimony as to his schooling and ` 
expierence in drug matters. on Nov. 8, 197! he was not on duty but was 
Called unexpectedly by Officer Hill to assist in arrest. This call cane 
about 2115 a.m.. He told what happened after meeting Officer Hill and 
the arrest of defendant and Carol Spaulding. He described the manner in 
which Miranda Warnings given, and that the defendants nodded yes with their 
head when asked if they understood rights. He told of finding black bag A 
in the Rivers car, with a weapon in it, he also found knife. He found à 
no bottles or containers in which drugs were. He told about goirs to the "d 
police station, the appearance of defendant was blood-shot eyes, he seemed 4 
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to be ccherent, he was nervous, but had no trouble speaking or answering 
questions put to him. He first said that his name was Tommy Tumner at ; 
the Glenn Ferry station. From there the defendant and Spaulding were teken 
so Mountain Hone, also Mr. Rivers. He said that he could hear the Defendant =] 
and Miss Spaulding taling in back of car on way to Mt. Home, but could E 
not hear whet was beżu- said. After their arrival at Mountain Howe 9 
Dee tive Fremman and Mr. Hill went upstairs: h the defendant, he went with “| 
carolSpaulding and Mp. Rivers down stairs, had no more to do with the H 
defendant. He described the appearance of e defendant about the sane k 
as his behavious today. 1 

Mr. Robinson re-cross examined the witness regarding the appearance 
of defendant, and if he appeared to be on hard drugs? He said that be 
Wo d not say defencant was spaced out on drugs at the time of arrest 
He again told of the arrest of defendant, Miss Spaulding and Mr Rivers. 
He said that it was his opinion that defendant was not under the influence 
of drugs. 

Witness wes excused. 

Jack Freeman, Mountain Home was 2 nm and direct examined by 
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STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
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na, Plaintiff ) Docket No. 2201 


ve. 
S EUGENE G3EECH 3 Get. 3, 1975 
Defendant 


(CONTINUED) 


femaklus. He said that he was a detective employed by the Sheriffs 

b. of Elmore Co.. He gave past expierence and Schooling. He said that 

Was his duty in Mountain Home to seo to drug enforcement, investigation 
elonies and to enforce the drug laws through out the entire State. 

rated that he knew tne effect that LSD and other drugs had on people, 

E seen these syaptons in his work, 

Ee said that he was called to Glenns Ferry when the defendant was 
ted. He was able to observe the defendant there, and he acted like 
normal person that had been arrested. He Said that he rode in the 
to Mountain Home with the defendant and Miss Spaulding. They talked 
he couldn't hear what was being said. 
| At Mountain Home he said that he gave the defendant the Miranda 
Bing, and then presented each of the defendants with e Notice of Righs 
& Waiver. These waivers have na place for signature and plece for 
witnesses. 


ts Exhibit No. 2 ( Notification of rights) marked, identified, offered 
admitted. 


aid that the initis!s or . T. were 


ndant, Creech, as his naue had been given as Tom Turner at first, 


Witnesses were T. enz ik and UT. Freeman. This was done at about 
f &.m. at Mounliln Home, 


Court recessed for Noon. 
Court reconvened 1:30 p.m. 
Jack Freeman took the witness stand again and examination continued 
ir. Remaklus, 
's Exhibit #2 was offered and ac e 
Remakius examined Mr. Freeman regarding his trip to Mountain 
> arance and conduct of both the defendant, 
aid that the defendants person had been searched at Mountain Home and 
they had looked for cracn usrks ( marks left by needles) on defendant 
found nothing but a couple old Ones, nothing fresh. He felt that the 
Mons of the defendant ere norna 
from the defendant and found 
SFendant wes on drugs, be was j 
tody, only defendant: i 
facial features ani nanner 


placed on the sheet (ex #2) by the 


Home, the 
4r. Creech and U 3 Spaulding. 


1 


© Said that he examined the clothing 
He aid not feel thas the 

is conluct was much the sane 

Y 1 gurt at tnis tine but 

is the same. 


|^ Mr. Robinson cross kal. is ness © 83:63 about the defendant 
k Mon when arrested? oir. bse sai t a9 Spe@cking Of tne defendant 
ES Ba little slower in ul T e isn as T. reene 
E Te ted what nag 22 ye nri, restei. 
S endant first ident i led hf el as x 1 x 
dense for that versən, u 
domus Creech, e descri a ene EH 
He said that ne 2 d ntain Home. e also 
erved Hiss Spaulding. He 34 d iding could have been 
some i. 3 5 are w 


Approved; ene @notional chance 


— e d 


— - — — ——sd 


LE C) ©. s ( P 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
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COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO, | 
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EM idi 
(CONTINUED) 
He said that Mr. Creech and Misa Spaulding were separated at Mountain Home. 


He said thay there had been a written report of that contact with defendant, 


he had written the report the following Ga from his notes. He told that 
the car of Mr. Rivers had been searched wade by Mr. Maxwell. He said that 
they had found approximately 11 xc .led «ari juana cigareest in a metal box, 
some white tablests, but they were pot a controlled substance, in the 
trunk of the car were two yellow ervelspes containing rolled ma: 1 Juan 
cigarettes., a pipe msrijuar~ medical books, some LSD. He said that he 
dió question Xr. “ivers one time, but never saw him again. 

Mr. gemaklus re-direct examined . Freeman regarding the stories 
that dofendent Creech and Spav.ding told? Mr. Freeman said that defendant 
said he left Spokane, wn after seeing the fair, on Monday and litoh biked. 
to Boise via western Ora., vetting 1 ride. Miss "paulding d tuat they 
had three rides and stopped at Lewiston on the way to Boise, from those on 
the only town she remenLered going through was Grangeville. 

Mr. Preeman wae 5zous6d. 

Tac sourt told ©. Freeman that both counsels wanted copies of the 
report. 

Martin J. Vaxwell. Valley County, was called, sworn and direst 


„ende by Mr. Thomas Save qualifications end schooling. He said 


thet he was present during the statment that defendant gave in Mountein 
Home on Nov. 8, 1974. He observed defendant, he was ne vous but normal. 
Hig speech was clear but sometimes he spoke very low. During Weir 
conversation they gave nin a cigarette and he calmed dowr.. h^ answered 
411 questions without hesitation. He said that he has observed people . 
under the influence of drugs and people on LSD and the dei ndant did not 
appear to be under the influence of drugs to him. He said thet he was 
with officers when jefeadant wes transported from Mountain Home to Cascade. 
Valley County, He said that the defenians rode between him and Bud Mason 
in the back seat of the car. There wat vary tis conversation with the 
defendant on that ride. Defendant conversed with Mise Spaulding, who was 
sitting in the front seat. Defendans did call attention to the spot where 
victims car was found. There was nothing unusua) ia conversation, just 
casual conversation. lie said tnat the defendant dió ask him to watch for 
someone in a black vehicle who might cause him crouble, “hat about 16 miles 
south of Cascae a vehicle passed them and it back fired and the defend&nt 
became upset. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. ell. He Said that he was not 
in the room during ail the statement of defendant. Ze saw him at the 
Police Station. He also went witt Carol Spaulding for arreignment, he 
Was with defendant cn the ride back to Cascade Go.. He related tue 
heppenings of trip bac" to Cascade. e said that he observed that the 
defrniant was nervous, but valimec down after he was given a cigarette. 
Defeénéant was not on any medication that he knew or. He said that he saw 
the voluntary statment made by defendan: before he left for Cascade. 


Court r cessed 2:20 p.m. 


Approved: 
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|- IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
É STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
£ 
COURT MINUTES 
STATE OF IDAHO \ 
*, Plaintiff ) Docket No. 370! 
= sim 1 
d t. 1 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH - Oot. 3, 1975 
(CONTINUED) 


Court reconvened 2:15 p.m. 

Mr. Robinson continued to cross examine jr. Maxwell, he askec if be 
ever noticed the defendant freaking out? 

He said that he did not. 

Mr. Thomas r3-direct examined Mr. Maxwell, he asked when he first 
heard the name of Rick mentioned? He said that this was sn the ride to 
Boise, Idaho. ie said that Rick an^ Jim was arrested Nov. 24, 1974. 

He said that the defendant asked for help during present at Mountain Bone, 
but he aasumed help was for the situation he was in, not drugs. 

Witness excused. 

Wesley L. Woodall, Post Falls, Ida., was called, sworn and direst 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he is a State of Idaho investigator 
on liquor laws and criminal investigations. He gave his expierence and 
schooling. He said that on Nov. 6, 197, he was working out of Weiser, Ida.. 
went to the Mountain Home City Police Jail with officer Hill and Hr. 
Maxwell. ke w present during the vew voluntary statement of defendant. 

He said that he gave the deferdant rights in Mountain Home prior to his 
9 — with defendant. He said tiat the defendant responded "Yes" 
to his enswswers to questions on Miranda Warning. He said that all the 
printing at the top of page on statement, page 1 was done by him, He 
began taking statment about 2 p.m.. He described the proceedure used in 
taking statement. He filled out the top of form and read it to defendant. 
He told the defendant that anytime he wanted to stop to tell him. when 
the defendant answered a question he wrote it down, the defendant talked 
faster than he could get it down so left some blanks. Mr. Hill was there 
at all times and Mr. Maxwell came in but left durig session. It took 
about 2 hours for statment. During the statment ne observed the defendants 
conduct. he was excited and upset, but speech was clear and his recollection 
unbelbvably good, his appearance was basically same as now, his eyes were 
blood shot, he wes tanner and heave a little heavier. The signature at 
the bottom of each page was offered by defendant and the initials TE. 
by Gach correction or when ommission made. The defendant read the statment 
and when anv change was made he asked for it and then he would initial it 
all the pages were checked with the defendant and tne defendant then signed 
ail the pages. He seid that the signature were witnessed by himself and 
Mr. Hill, who waa present ell the time. After the statment he drove the 
car that transported defendant from Mountain Home to Cascade. His Tast 
contact with defendant was Nov. 5, 197k. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Woodall, He said that the statement 
was not taped. He said that defendant was visably shaken when he related 
killing tow men, he was almost in tears, Statement was reduced to written 
form. Most of the statement judt came from defendant, without questions. 
He said that first defendant identified himself as e Adams, then Tom 
Tumner then gave his true name as Thomas Sugene eech, 

He toid about defendant bel ing about Wayne having knife. That when 
Carol got out of car he shot the driver one time, the man in the back seat 
hed knife so he shot bin three tines in Approved: the fa 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


1 STATE OF IDAHO, 

E 
i Sech 

| THOMAS EUGENE CREECH d ) Dti An 3E e a 


(CONTINUED) 
Mr. Woodall answe^ed that he had read the reports of other officers, and 
| he felt that the reports were accurate. He was asked if he knew of anything 
| regarding the defendant going into convulsions or freaking out? He said 
f that he did not. M». Woodall said that he did ask for a dootor when in 
| the Valley County Jail, he wanted medication, but that he did not feel 
f that it was something to do with any drug problem ir withdrawal or anything 
that needed immediate treatment. It did not appear to him that the defendant 
Was on any drugs, he was nervous but this was natural. 
Mr. Remeklus asked if after the statement was taken and wrote down, 
if they went through it with defendant and corrected it and if defendant 
initialed each correction or omission? Mr. Woodall answered that they 
i had done this. 
f Mr. Remaklus asked for a continuance in order that he can get more 
testinony to meet evidence given here, as he had no affidavit to prepare 
for this. d 

Court recessed 3:30 p.m. 

Court reconvened 3:45 p.m. 
| Mr. Remaklus stated that there was nothing elde to come before the 
| court on the part of the State et this time. 
f The court asked if there was any rebuttal by defendant? 
Mr. Robinson moved for the admission of Defendants Exhibits A and B. 
| Court admitted Defendants Exhibits A and B. 
| .' Defendants Exhibit C (photo copy of Hill report) marked, offered and 
E admitted. 
"' Defendants Exhibit D ( Report of jack Freeman) marked,offered and admitted. ` 
| Mr. Robinson said that the defendant rests. 

Mr. Robinson made closing argument to the court. 

Mr. Remaklus made olosing argument to the court 

The court made a statement, he said that he finds that tlə defendent 
wes capable of giving the voluntary stazement on Nov. 8, 1974. This 
statement waz made after the defendant was given his rights. That the 

| defendant understood the miranda warnings given to him. That the waiver 

| to the rights was knowing and intelligently and voluntary. That the statement. 

| was knowingly and intelligentley and voluntarily given without threat or 
promise and is not subject ot exclusion on the groun of involuntariness. 
That at the time of trial, if statement is offered the court will rule 
at that time if it is admissable or rot. 

Mr. Robin scn said that he finds that Dr. A. Peterson, County Doctor 
for Shoshone Co. has changed perscripsions made by Dr. Heyrend. Re said 
that the defendant is complaining of head aches. ie related the pills 

| that defendant is to have. e finds that durin: the time in Shoshone Co. 

that he had to be taken to hospital for emergency treatment for self 

í inflicted head injuries. Defendant also hes ulcers. He asks that the 
court order a more through check on defendant, and see that defendant is 
given perscriptions ordered by Dr. Heyrends. 

Also moves that the defendant be given pen,pencil, paper in conference 
room, he has been advised that these would be supplied. 


[ Mr. Robinson inquired in discovery Appeavede din iygr sessions. ` 
TS d ei poga. — = = 
Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
* STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES - 


1 
STAVE OF IDAHO} 
d Plaintiff Docket No... 7700 o 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Oct. 3, 1975 
Beie 


un | 
(co U ) 
He asked if e copy of this tape should be given to the State? : 

Mr. Thomas made statement to the court, as to the medication given 
defendant, there should be some showing, and there is nothing before the 
court at this time. 

Regarding the polygraph tests, the Orde: was related to all testa, 
so the Stete should have a copy of tape when it is reduced to written 
report, 

He said that the psychiatric report of Dr. Heyrends of Sept 22nd 
is not completed, but when available a copy will be supplied to defendant. 

He sail that there was nc objections by the State as to the defendant s 
having pen or pencil, that this is covered in an Order, there is to be 4 
nothing to be used as a weapon. ; i 

Mr. Robinson made statement regarding medication, he said that he i 
knows nothing about prescriptions or drugs or physical condition of the | 
defendant, this is isft to the doctors, he is not asking the court to d 
change the psrscriptions, just to rule that these drugs be supplied to | 
the defendant at the time they have been ordered to be given. He said i 
that he did not feel that subatitutions should be mas by Dr. Peterson i 
from those orcered by Dr. Heyrends, as problems have arisen. t 

The court questioned Mr. Magnuson regarding the sedical problems. 

He said that he is aware that the Sheriff did not want any writing j 
material in sucerity block but defendant oan have these in the recreation H 
room, E 

The court said that he is concerned with the full opportunity for 
defendant to consult with counsel during trkal. 

Mr. Magnuson said that the interview rooms the best place. 


The court said that no pen or pencil will be allowed in cell area. E 
That regarding the medication he asks the sher ffn take defendants 3 
word on medication. He wants something filed to protest che Sheriff and 1 


Dr. Peterson in this matter. If Dr. Heyrends wants to sicn sta.ment he 
den be reroonsible for medicatim given defendant here. 
Mr. iagnuson saió that Dr. Gnaedinger was also involved in this. 9 
Mr. Robinson said the perscription are in this county jail, that 
were ordered, and he would just like them given to defendant as ordered. 
The sur wants Dr. Heyrends perseriotions to be given to defendant 
as per iš vue tions Fron Dr. Hsyrends to sheriff. 
Mp. @@Binson said that he hed total confidence in or. Heyrends 
perscriptions for defendan:. 
My. Magnuson said that È 
he has the perscriptions an 
Š MP. Remaklus said that 
this was supposed to cover 
Mr. Robsingon said he h 


the Sheriff and see that 
DP. Heyrends. 
. state on Sept 8, 1975, 


The court advised chat t oblidged ive the 
€ “endant any medication wi p i 

MP. Robinson asked that the Doctor Peterson or msedincer be called 
for any medical reports. 

The court said that this 4a ber wi 


October i, 1975. 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


I hereby certify that on the 30th day of September,1975, 


I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing State's Sixth 


Response to Discovery Order to Mr. Bruce O. Robinson, Attorney 


for the Defendant, with postage prepaid thereon to the following 


addresses: 


Mr. Bruce Robinson 
P. O. Box 8, 
Nampa, Idaho 


Mr. Bruce Robinson 

c/o Mr. Dennis Wheeler 
P. O. Box 289 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 
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ROBERT H. REMAKLUS d 
Prosecuting Attorney 

Valley Count 

P. O. Box 759 fe | 2 0 fn 75 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone: (208) 382-4270 » 

LYNN E. THOMAS Lena, Kendt 
Deputy Attorney General E d 
State of Idaho 

Special Assistant Prosecutor 

Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 

Telephone: 384-2400 


| ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 
| IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


Plaintiff, 
Case No. 2165 
vs. 


REQUEST FOR ORDER TO ANSWER 
| THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


ee 


Defendant. 


Comes now ROBERT H. REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho under and by virtue of the provisions of 
Section 19-1115 Idaho Code and requests the District Court of 
the Fourth Judicial District of the State of Idaho in and for the 
County of Valley now sitting in the First Judicial District of the 
State of Idaho at Wallace, Idaho to order Carol Spaulding to 


lanswer any and all questions concerning her whereabouts, statement 


activities, and companions or any other questions that mzy be 


the period of time from November 5, 1974 through the trial of this 
action. 
DATED this 15th day ot October, 1975. 
— 
TTT 
ROBERT Ti. REMAKLUS s. 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 
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ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
P. O. Box 759 
ascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 Qer le 2 ug PA 75 
H 1 


1 PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO " aiar 
2 ee PR 
3 pt2uiY ^ 
4 
5 
6 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
1 STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
e aka ez 
9 TATE OF IDAHO, ] 
10 Plaintiff, ] No. 
11 vs. 1 PETITION TO COMPEL ATTENDANCE 
2 HOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ] OF OUT OF STATE *ITNESS 
Defendant. ] 


COMES NOW Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley 
ounty, Idaho, and does hereby petition the above-entitled Court 
s follows: 

1. That trial of the above-entitled matter, being a criminal 
rosecution upon two counts of murder in the first degree, is now 
derway and trial proceedings commenced Monday, October 6, 1975, 
t ten o'clock A.M. 

2. That Dan Carrey is a material witness for the State of 


daho in said cause and resides at Omak, 


— . 
lashington, a State wherein provision is made by law to command 
ersons to attend and testify in criminal prosecutions. 

WHEREFORE, it is requested that a Certificate be issued af- 
irming the necessity of said person as a witness and authorizing 
hat he be directed by a Judge of Court of record in the State of 
lashington, County of Okanogan, to appear and attend such trial 
or a period of not less than two (2) days. 


DATED this l6th day of October, 197° 


coe in irus co 


| Kae Prosecuting Attorney 
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Valley County, Idaho 
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OBERT H. REMAKLUS So SO 
. 0. Box 759 

cascade, Idaho 83611 

elephone (208) 382-4270 H 
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ROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
ALLEY COUNTY, IBAHO 


N THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
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TATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, No. 


CERTIFICATE UNDER UNIFORM ACT 
TO SECURE ATTENDANCE OF WITNESS 


(Idaho Code Section 19-3005) 


vs. 


HOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


— — — — — 


Defendant. 
14 


Petition having been filed herein by Robert H. Remaklus, 
rosecuting Attorney for Valley County, State of Idaho, pursuant 
o Idaho Code Section 19-3005, that one Dan Carrey be directed 
d authorized to appear and attend the trial in the above-entitled 
atter, which commenced October 6, 1975, and it appearing that said 
itness is material and necessary to the prosecution; 

It is hereby certified that Dan Carrey be directed by Judge 
f a Court of record of Okanogan County, State of Washington, to 
ppear and attend the trial in the above-entitled matter, in which 
rial testimony commenced at ten o'clock A.M. on October 6, 1975, 
nd that said witness shall be required to attend such trial for a 
eriod of not less than two (2) days and for such other time as the 
resence of such witness shall be required. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that said witness will be tendered 
ileage and daily allowance provided by law and statutes of the 


tate of Idaho. 
ENTERED This 16th day of October, 1975. 
5 rer HA : = m — 
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ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone (208) 382-4270 fer 48 2 19 7 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, ] 
Plaintiff, ] No. 
vs. ] PETITION TO ADVANCE FEES 
HOMAS EUGENE CKEECH, ] (DAN CARREY) 
Defendant. ] 


Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley County, 
daho, request the above-entitled Court to direct the Valley 
ounty Clerk to advance 52 as mileage fees, together with 
ttendance fees in the sum of $16.00, for Dan Carrey, out of 
tate witness required to testify in the trial of the above cause; 
aid witness resides at Omak, Washington, 
nd the law provides for $.25 cents per mile: and said witness 
ill be required for two (2) days and the law provides for at- 


endance fees at the rate of $8.00 per day. 


DATED this 16th day of October, 1975. 


KA H kena Us ee 


Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 
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Upon the above Petition and good cause appearing, 

IT IS ORDERED That the Clerk of the Valley County Court 
shall advance the sum of s 6° to Dan Carrey, to be forth- 
with delivered as advance witness fees and mileage, to secure 
the attendance of said person as a witness in the above-entitled 


action from__ Omak, Washington. 


DATED this 16th day of October, 1975. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, No. 9701 
v. ORDER 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


— — v — ww 


Upon motion made by defense counsel and specifically con- 
sented to by the defendant himself, and no objection by the 


State, the court hereby orders further proceedings in this 


matter be held in Boise, Idaho and the next date set for hear ing 


and sentencing to be November 3, 1975. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant, Thomas Eugene 
Creech, be transported to the Ada County Jail, Boise, Idaho by 
the Sheriff of Valley County and held in custody there by 
Sheriff E. C. Palmer, Ada County. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that upon delivery of the defendant 
to Sheriff Darrell Lynsky of Valley County, the Sheriff of 
Shoshone County, Idaho, Lewis Gardner, is released from further 
responsibility for the care and custody of said defendant. 


Dated at Wallace, Idaho this nd 1975. 


S7ATE ^y DANA st, of Valley ss, 
reuonw is a true copy of 


f record in thus court 


ORDER 2 Sue ES 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

Prosecuting Attorney Valley County, 
P. O. Box 759 - 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 Do 27 I 23 0 5 


Telephone No. (208) 382-4270 
Ce, - 1 
LYNN THOMAS Ke 4^ c6 
Deputy Attorney General e as f as e. 
State House rr "7 


Boise, Idaho 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
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10 
STATE OF IDAHO, ] 
11 
Plaintiff, 1 No. 9701 
12 
vs. ] ORDER 
13 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 1 
14 
Defendant. ] 


15 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED That DEROLD LYNSKEY, Sheriff of Valley 
County, Idaho be and he is hereby appointed custodian of all 
exhibits in this case and he is hereby instructed to transport 
the same to the Valley County Courthouse, Cascade, Idaho and hold 
said exhibits in his custody until further order of this Court. 


DATED this 22nd day of October, 1975. 
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STATE or dan County of valley: ss, 


Iren cern that the Fseyong is mie copy of 
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Ladies and Gentlemen of the u" 


Tt becomes my duty .- z 23 .UlI.o0cI you concerning 
the law applicable to this „ your duty as jurer: 
to follow the law as I sha!! unn 15 yos. 


The function of the ,.., A 2 isiermíne the irsues of 
fact that are presented by che sss ts ons in the infermatieon 
fil^d in this court and the dis cer s plea of "not guilty.” 
This duty you should perform ur rcd by pity for a 
defendant or by passion or pre ust him. You must 
not suffer yourselves to be bies ze ss asg s defendant because 
of the fact that he has been arrested for this offense, or 
because he has been brought before the Court to stand trial. 
None of these facts is evidence of his guilt, and you are not 


permitted to infer or to «ueculato from any or all of them ther 


— 


he is more likely to be guilty than innocent. 


Therefore, in determining the guilt or innocence of the 
deferdant you are to be governed solely by the evidence 
introduced in this trial and the law as stated to you by the 
Court. For such purpose the law forbids you to be governed 
by mere sentiment, conjecture, sympathy, passion, prejudice, 
public opinion or public f-eling. Both the — and the, 
defendant have a right to iemand, and they do demand and expect, 
that vou will conscientiou:ly and dispassionately consider and 
weigh the evidence and ap» y the law of the case, and that you 
will reach a just verdict ‘egardless of Bei the consequences 
of such verdict may be. Sach verdict must express the 


individual opinion of «2- 
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NO. 2 


If in these instructions any rule, direction or id^a 
be stat^d in varying ways, no emphasis thereon is intended by 
me and nore must be inferred by you. For that reason, you are 
not to single out any certain sentence, ep any individual point 
or instruction, and ignore the others, but you are to consider 
all the instructions as a whol-, and are to regard each in the 
light of all the others. 

The order in which the instructions are given has no 


significance as to their r-Lative importance. 
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I have not intended by anything I have said 
or done or by any questions that I may have asked 
to intimate or suggest what you should find to be 
the facts, or that I believe or disbelieve any 
witness who may have testified, and if anything that 
I have done or said has seemed to so indicate. you 
will disregard chat intimation and form your own 
opinion without regard thereto. 
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You are the exclusive judge of the facts and of the 
effect and value of the evidence, but you must determine the 
facts from the evidence received here in court. 

You must not consider as evidence any statement of 
counsel made during the trial; however, if counsel for the 
parties have stipulated to any fact, you will regard that fact 
as being conclusively proved. 

As to any question to which an objection was sustained, 
you must not speculate as to what the answer might have been 
or as to the reason for the objection. 

You must not consider for any purpose any offer of 
evidence that was rejrcted, nor any evidence that was stricken 
out by the Court; such matter is to be treated as though you 
had never heard it. 

You must never speculate to be true any insinuation 
suggested by a question asked a witness. A question is not 
evidence and may be considered only as it supplies meaning 
to the answer. 
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The testimony of a witness, a writing, a material 
object, or anything presented to the senses offered to prove 
the existence or non-existence of a fact is either direct or 
circumstantial evidence. 

Direct evidence means evidence thot directly proves 
a fact, without an inference, and which in itself, if true, 
conclusively establishes that fact, : 

Circumstantial evidence means evidence that proves a 
fact from which an inference of the existence of another fact 
may be drawn. 

An inference is a deduction of fact that may logically 
and reasonably be drawn from another fact or group of facts 
established by the evidenc^. 

It is not necessary that facts be proved by direct 
evidence. They may be proved also by circumstantial evidence, 
There is no distinction between direct evidence and 
circumstantial evidence as a m-ans of proof. Neither is 


entitled to any greater weight than the other. 


INSTRUCTION NO. Z 


Certain evidence was admitted for a limited purpose. 

At the time this evidence was admitted you were 
admonished that it could not be considered by you for 
any purpose other than the limited purpose for which it 
was admitted. 

You are again instructed that you must not consider 
such evidence for any purpose except the limited purpose 
for which it was admitted. 


- 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 8 


Every person who testifies under oath is a witness. You 
are the sole and exclusive judges of the credibility of the 
witnesses who have testified in this case. 

In determining the credibility of a witness you may 
consider any matter that has a tendency in reason to prove 


-| or disprove the truthfulness of his testimony, including but 
| not limited to the following: 


1. His demeanor while testifying and the manner in 


i which he testifies; 


2. The character of his testimony; 

3. The extent of his capacity to perceive, to recollect, 
or to communicate any matter about which he testifies; 

4. The extent of his opportunity to perceive any matter 
about which he testifies; 

5. The existence or nonexistence of à bias, interest, 
or other motive; 

6. The existence or nonexistence of any fact testified 
to by him. 
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A person is qualified to testify as an expert if he 
has special knowledge, skill, experience, training, or 
education sufficient to qualify him as an expert on the subject 
to which his testimony relates. 

Duly qualified experts may give their opinions on 
questions in controversy at a trial. To assist you in deciding 
such questions, you may consider the opinion with the reasons 
given for it, if any, by the expert who gives the opinion. 

You may also consider the qualifications and credibility of 
the expert. 

You are not bound to accept an expert opinion as 
conclusive, but should give to it the weight to which you find 
it to be entitled. You may disregard any such opinion if you 
find it to be unreasonable. 


— 


INSTRUCTION NO. JO 


When a witness refuses to testify as to any matter, 
basing his refusal on the constitutional privilege 
against self-incrimination, you are not to draw from 
that fact any inference as to the credibility of the 
witness or as to the guilt or innocence of the defendant. 


INSTRUCTION No. .“ 


6 | Evidence that on some former occasion, a witness who 

7 is not a party to this action made a statement or statements 

8 that were inconsistent with his testimony in this trial, may 

9 de considered by you only for the limited purpose of testing 
10 the credibility of the witness. Testimony of such inconsistent 


l1 ^ statements must not be considered by you as evidence of the 
12 truth of the facts as stated by the witness on such former 


is occasion. 


RENS. 


INSTRUCTION NO. /2 


A witness wilfully false in one material part of his 
testimony is to be distrusted in others. You may reject the 
whole testimony of a witness who wilfully has testified 
falsely as to a material point, unless, from 211 the evidence, 
you shall believe the probability of truth favors his 
testimony in other particulars. 

However, discrepancies in a witness’ testimony or 
between his testimony and that of others, if there were any, 
do not necessarily mean that the witness should be discredited. 
Failure of recollection is a common experience; and innocent 
misrecollection is not uncommon. It is a fact, also, that 
two persons witnessing an incident or s transaction often 
will see or hear it differently. Whether a discrepancy pertains 
to a fact of importance or only to a trivial detail should 
be considered in weighing its significance. 


4! INSTRUCTION NO. . 


6 The fact that a witness has been convicted of a felony, 
7. if such be a fact, may be considered by you only for the 

s purpose of determining the credibility of that witness. The 
9 fact of such a conviction does not necessarily destroy or 

10 impair the witness's credibility. It is one of the circum- 
11 stances that you may take into consideration in weighing the 
12 testimony of such a witness. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. L# 


A statement made by a defendant other than at his triel 
may be either an admission or a confession. 

An admission is a statement by a defendant, which by 
itself is not sufficient to warrant an inference of guilt, 
but which tends to prove guilt when considered with the rest 
of the evidence. 

A confession is a statement by a defendant which discloses 
his intentional participation in the criminal act for which 
he is on trial and which discloses his guilt of that crime. 

You are the exclusive judges as to whether an edmission 
or a confession was msde by the defendant and if the statement 
is true in whole or in part. If you should find that such 
statement is entirely untrue, you must reject it. If you find 
it is true in pert, you msy consider thet part which you find 
to be true. 

Evidence of an oral admission or an oral confession of 
the defendant ought to be viewed with caution. 


INSTRUCTION NO. Zë 


In regard to the preceding instruction you are reminded 
that Exhibit No. 49, as I told you at the time the Exhibit 
| was admitted, may be considered by you only for the limited 
| purpose of testing the credibil.ty of the defendant as a 
| witness when he testified on the witness stand during the 
| trial. This exhibit was not admitted as an admission or 
| confession and must not be considered by you as evidence of 
the truth of the facts as stated therein or as proof of the 


defendant's guilt. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. /6 


No person may be convicted of a criminal offense unless 
there is some proof of esch element of the crime independent 
of any confession or admission mede by him outside of this 
trisl. 

The identity of the person who is alleged to have committed ; 
a crime is not an element of the crime nor is the degree of 
the crime. Such identity or degree of the crine my be 
established by an admission or confession. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. /7 


A conviction may not be had upon the testimony of an 
accomplice unless it be corroborated by such other evidence 
as shall tend to connect the defendant vith the commission of 


the offense. 


4 INSTRUCTION NO. Z8 


An accomplice is one who is lisble to be prosecuted 
for the identical offense charged against the defendant on 


| 
| 
| 
8| trial. 
9 To be an accomplice, the person must have knowingly and 
10| with criminal intent aided, promoted, encouraged, or instigated 
11 by act or advice, or by set and advice, the commission of such 
12| offense. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. / 2 


Merely assenting to or aiding or assisting in the 
commission of a crime without guilty knowledge or intent is 
not criminal, and a person so assenting to, or aiding, or 
assisting in, the commission of a crime without guilty 
knowledge or intent in respect thereto, is not an accomplice 


in the commission of such crime. 
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1 INSTRUCTION NO. Eo 


i 

| Corroborative evidence is evidence of some act or fact 
| related to the offense which, if believed, by itself and 

| without any aid, interpretation or direction from the 

| testimony of the accomplice, tends to connect the defendant 
with the commission of the offense charged. 

| However, it is not necessary that the corroborative 

| evidence be sufficient in itself to establish every element 
of the offense charged, or that it corroborate every fact to 
which the accomplice testifies. 

In determining whether an accomplice has been corroborated, 
you must first assume the testimony of the accomplice has been 
removed from the case. You must then determine whether there 
is any remaining evidence which tends to connect the 
| defendant with the commission of the offense. 
| If there is not such independent evidence which tends to 
| connect defendant with the commission of the offense, the 
testimony of the accomplice is not corroborated. 


If there is such independent evidence which you believe, 


then the testimony of the acconplice is corroborated. But 


before you may convict the defendant you must find from all 


the evidence that it carries the convincing force required by 


law. 


INSTRUCTION No. 2! 


It is the law that the testimony of an accomplice ought 
to be viewed with distrust. This does not mean that you my 
arbitrarily disregard such testimony, but you should give to 
it the weight to which you find it to be entitled after 
examining it with care and caution and in the light of all 


the evidence ín the case. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 242 


Evidence has been received tending to show that the 
defendant may have committed crimes other than that for which 
he is on trial. 

Such evidence was not received and may not be considered by 
you to prove that he is a person of bad character or that he 
has a disposition to commit crímes. 

Such evidence was received and may be considered by you 
only for the limited purpose of determining if it tends to 
Show: 

1. The mental state of the defendant at the 
time of the alleged offense for which he is on tríal and at 
the time of his arrest for that offense. 

2. The identity of the person who cor..itted the 
crime, if any, of which the defendant is accused; 

3. The existence of the intent which is a necessa 
element of the crime charged. 

4. That the defendant had knowledge or possessed 
the means that might have been useful or necessary for the 


commission of the crime charged. 
For the limited purpose for which you may consider such 


evidence, you must weigh it in the same manner as you do all 
other evidence in the case. 
You are not permitted to consider such evidence for any 


other purpose. 
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Where the case of the State reste substantially or 
entirely on circumstantia] evidence, you are not permitted 
to find the defendant guilty cf the crime charged against 
him unlese the proved circumstances are not only consistent 
with the theory that the defendant is guilty of the crime, 
but cannot be reconciled with any other rational conclusion 
and each fact which is essential to complete a set of 
circumstances necessary tc establish the defendant's guilt 
has been proved beyond a rasonable doubt. 

Also, if the evidence is susceptible of two reasonable 
interpretations, one of which points to the defendant's 
guilt and the other to his innocence, it is your duty ; 
to adopt that interpretation which points to the defendant's 
innocence, and reject the other which points to his guilt. 
If, on the other hand, one int^rpretation of the evidence 
appears to you to be reascioblo and the other interpretation 
to be unreasonable, it would be your duty to accept the 


reasonable interpretation and to reject the unreasonable. 


INSTRUCTION No. 24% 


6 The defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, is here upon trial 

7 on sn Information filed in this Court by the Prosecuting 

8 Attorney of Valley County, Idaho, charging the defendant with 
9 | the crime of Murder in the First Degree. 

10 The charging part of said Information reads as follows: 


COUNT I 
j "That the said defendant, Thomas — Creech, on 
12: or about the 4th day of November, 1974, at and in the 
i County of Valley, State of Idsho, then and there 
13 being, did then and there y, wilfully 
unlawfully, intentionally, fel ly and deliberat- 
14 ely with premeditation and ms lice afore and 
the intent then and there bad to kill and murder one 
15 Edward Thomas Arnold with a'certain Standard 22 
Caliber Automatic pistol besring Serial No. 366934, 
then and there held a 


hand, and then and there loaded, did then and there 

17 wilfully, — knowingly, intentions lly, 
feloniously and of his own deliberate and itated 

18 malice afore t with intent to kill end murder 
the said Edwerd s Arnold, a human be as 

19 aforesaid, sim, shoot, and discharge the said losded 
pistol so that the said Edward Thomes Arnold wes 

20 struck in the hesd by the bullet from the seid pistol 

i shot and discharged at him by said "homes 

21 Creech, mortally Seege Edverd Thoms Arnold 
from which mortal wound he sickened and died at Valley 
County, Idaho, on the 4th day of November, 1974." 


then and there had to kill and murder one John Wayne 
Bradford with a certain High Standard 22 Caliber 
Automstic pistol bearing Serial No. 366934, then and 
there held in his, the said defendant's hand, and then 
and there loaded, did then and there wilfully, 
unlawfully, knowingly, intentionally, feloniously 
and of his own deliberate and premeditated malice 
aforethought with intent to kill and murder the said 
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John Wayne Bradford, a human being, as aforesaid, aim, 
shoot and discharge the said Loaded pistol so that the 
said John Wayne Bradforé was struck the head by 
three bullets from the said pistol shot and 
discharged at him by said Thomas Eugene Creech, 
mortally wounding said John Wayne Bradford, from 
which mortal wound he sickened and died at Valley 
County, Idaho, on the 4th day of November, 1974. 


"All of which is contrary to the form of the statute in 
such case made snd provided and against the peace and dignity 
of the State of Idaho." 


The defendant has heretofore entered a plea of "not 
guilty" to the chargesset forth in the Information. 


-2- 


INSTRUCTION NO. LA; 


Each count charges a separate and distinct offense. 
You must decide each count separately on the evidence and 
the law applicable to it, uninfluenced by your decision as 
to any other count. The defendant may be convicted or 
acquitted on any or all of the offenses charged. Your 
finding as to each count must be stated in a separate 
verdict. 
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No. Ze 

A defendant in a criminal action is presumed to be 
innocent until the contrary is proved, and in case of a 
reasonable doubt whether his guilt is satisfactorily shown, 
h2 is entitled to an acquittal, but the effect of this 
presumption is only to place upon the State the burden of 
proving him guilty beyond 3 reasonable doubt. Reasonable 
doubt is defined as follows: It is not a mere possible doubt; 
because everything relating to human affairs, and depending 
on moral evidence, is open to some possible or imaginary doubt. 
It is that state of the case which, after the entire comparison 
and consideration of all the evidence, leaves the minds of the 
jurors in that condition that they cannot say they feel an 
abiding conviction, to a moral certainty, of the truth of the 


charge. 
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10. 27 


Before you may convict the defendant of the crime 
charged against him by the Information, you should 
require the prosecution to prove every material eJlegation 
contained in the Information beyond a reasonable doubt; 
and if, after a consideration of all the evidence in the 
case, you entertain a reasonable doubt of the truth of 
any of these material allegat ions, then it is your duty 
lo give the defendant the »enefit of such doubt and 
acquit him. 

Probabilities, or "hat the greater weight or 
preponderance of the evidence supports the allegations 


of th: Information, will nat support a conviction. 


INSTRUCTION No. ZE 


If you are mot satisfied beyond a ressonable doubt that 
the defendant is guilty of the offense charged, he may, 
however, be found guilty of any lesser offense, the 
commission of which is necessarily included in the offense 
charged, if the evidence is sufficient to establish his guilt 
of such lesser offense beyond s reasonable doubt. 

The offense of Murder in the First Degree with which 
the defendant is charged necessarily includes the lesser 
offenses of Murder in the Second Degree and Voluntary 
Msnslsughter. l 


INSTRUCTION No. 27 


Murder is the unlawful killing of a human being with 
malice aforethought. 

Such melice may be express or implied. It is express 
when there is manifested a deliberate intention unlawfully 
to kill a human being. It is implied when no considerable 
provocation appears, or when the circumstances attending the 
killing show an abandoned and mslignsnt heart. An abandoned 
and malignant heart is a condition of hesrt and mind having 
no regard for socisl and moral obligations. Malice is 
implied when the killing results from an act involving s high 
degree of probability that it will result in death, which act 
is done for a base, anti-social purpose and with a wanton 
disregard for human life. 

Malice aforethought does not necessarily imply a pre- 
existing hatred or enmity toward the person killed. 

"Aforethought" does not imply deliberation or the lapse 
of considerable time. It only means that the required mental 
state must precede rather than follow the act. 


INSTRUCTION No. 32 


All murder which is perpetrated by any kind of wilful 
deliberate and premeditated killing with malice aforethought 
is murder of the first degree. 

The word "deliberate" means formed or arrived at or 
determined upon as a result of careful thought and weighing 
of considerations for and against the proposed course of 
action. The word "premeditated" means thought over beforehand. 

If you find that the killing was preceded and accompanied 
by a clear, deliberate intent on the part of the defendant 
to kill, which was the result of deliberation and premeditation, 
so that it must have been formed upon pre-existing reflection 
and not under a sudden heat of passion or other condition, 
precluding the idea ot deliberation, it is murder of the first 
degree. 

The lew does not undertake to measure 1 units of time 
the length of the period during which the thought must be 
pondered before it can ripen into an intent to kill which is 
truly deliberate and premeditated, The time will vary with 
different individuals and under varying circumstances. The 
true test is not the duration of time, but rather the extent 
of the reflection. A cold, calculated judgment and decision 
may be arrived at in a short period of time, but a mere 
unconsidered and rash impulse, even though it includes an 
intent to kill, is not such deliberation and premeditation 
as will fix an unlawful killing as murder of the first degree. 


1 To constitute a deliberate and premeditated killing, the slayer 
2 must weigh and consider the question of killing and the 
| reasons for and against such a choice and, having in mind 
4| the consequences, decide to and commit the unlawful act 


causing death. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 21 


Murder of the second degree is the unlawful killing of 
a human being with malice aforethought when there is 
manifested an intention unlawfully to kill s human being 
but the evidence is insufficient to establish deliberation 
and premeditation. 
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INSTRUCTION No. Z 


Murder of the second degree is also the unlewful killing 
of s human being as the direct causal result of an act 
involving a high degree of probability that it will result 
in death, which act is done for a base, antisocial purpose 
and with wanton disregard for human life. 

When the killing is the direct result of such an act, 
it is not necessary to estsblish that the defendant intended 
that his act would result in the death of a humen being. 


INSTRUCTION No. 33 


Voluntary manslaughter is the intentional and unlawful 
killing of a human being without malice aforethought. 

There is no mslice sforethought if the killing occurred 
upon a sudden quarrel or heat of passion. 


INSTRUCTION No. Zei 


6 The distinction between murder and mans laughter is that 
7; murder requires malice while manslaughter does not. 
8 | When the act causing the death, though unlawful, is done 


„ in the hest of passion or de omitió by a sudden quarrel 

10 such as smounts to adequate provocation, the offense is 

11 manslaughter. In such s case, even if an intent to kill 

1? exists, the lew is that mlice, which is an essential elenent 
13 of murder, is absent. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 2 


To reduce an intentional felonious homicide from the 
offense of murder to manslaughter upon the ground of sudden 
quarrel or heat of passion, the provocation must be of such 
character and degree as naturally would excite and srouse 
such passion, and the assailant must act under the smart 
of that sudden quarrel or heat of passion. 

"Heat of passion", as the term is used in our lew, means 
such psssion as naturally would be aroused in the mind of an 
ordinarily ressonable person of average disposition in the 
same or similar circumstances as those in question, and such 
as would cause him to sct rashly, without reflection and 
deliberation, and fron passion rather then from judgment. 
Hence the defendant may not set up his own standard of conduct 
and be permitted to justify or excuse himself merely because 
his pessions were aroused. To apply the proper standard by 
which to judge the conduct of the defendant, you will ask and 
answer whether or not the ordinarily reasonable person, if 
placed in the same position in which the defendant found himself 
and if knowing what the defendant then knew, would have been 
thrown into a heat of passion. 

If there was provocation, but of a nature not calculated 
to naturally arouse passion, or if sufficient time lapsed 
between the provocation and the fatal blow 2E passion to 
subside and reason to return, and if an unlawful killing of 


a human being followed such provocation, and had all the 
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elements of murder, as I have defined it, the mere fact of 
slight or remote provocation will not reduce the offense to 


manslaughter. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 32 


6 Neither the emotion of fear, of itself, nor the emotion 
i for revenge, of itself, nor any or all of these emotional 

8 states, in and of themselves, constitute the heat of passion 
9 referred to in the law of manslaughter which I have stated 

10 to you. Any or all of such specific emotions mey be involved 
11 in a heat of passion that causes judgment to give way to 

12 impulse and rashness, but also any one or more of them may 

13 exist in the mind of s person who acts deliberately and from 
14 choice following his owr reasoning howsoever good or bad it 
15 may be. Hence the law sets up the standard and requires the 
16 test that I previously have ststed to you for determining 

17 whether or not the defendant scted under heat of passion. 
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6 | To reduce a killing upon a sudden quarrel or heat of 
7| passion from murder to manslaughter the killing must have 
8 occurred while the slayer was acting under the direct and 
9 | immediate influence of such quarrel or heat of passion, 


10 Where the influence of the sudden quarrel or hest of passion 
11 has ceased to obscure the mind of the accused and sufficient 
12 | time has elapsed for angry passion to end and for reason to 
| control his conduct, it will no longer reduce an intentional 
M killing to manslaughter. The question as to whether the 
15| cooling period has elapsed and reason has returned is not 
16| measured by the standard of the accused, but the duration of 
7 the cooling period is the time it would take the average or 
18S, ordinarily reasonable person to have cooled his heat of 
19; passion and for his reason :: have returned. 
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INSTRUCTION NO, 3% 


Te constitute murder or manslaughter there must be, in 
addition to the death of a human being, an unlawful act 
DR which was a proximate cause of that death, 
9 The proximate cause of a death is a cause which, in 
10! natural and continuous sequence, produced the death, and 
11 without which the death would not have occurred. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 37 


Motive is not an element of the crime charged and need 
not be shown. However, you may consider motive or lack of 
motive as a circumstance in this case. Presence of motive 
may tend to establish guilt. Absence of motive may tebd to 
establish innocence. You will therefore give its presence 
or absence, as the case may be, the weight to which you find 
it to be entitled. 


.rSTRUCTION No. 22 


Before you may return a verdict in this case, you must 
agree unsnimously not only as to whether the defendant is 
guilty or not guilty, but also, if you should find him guilty 
of an unlawful killing, you must agree unanimously as to. 
whether he is guilty of murder of the first deg-e^ or murder 
of the second degree or manslaughter. 


INSTRUCTION NO. 7 


the crime of murder has been committed by a defendant, but 
you have a reasonable doubt whether such murder was of the 
first or of the second degree, you must give to such defendsat 
the benefit of that doubt and return a verdict fixing the 


If you are convinced beyond a reasonable doubt that 
murder as of the second degree. 
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INSTRUCTION No. . 


When the evidence shows the existence of provocation 
that played a part in inducing the unlawful killing of a 
human being, but also shows that such pro- eat ion was not 
such as to reduce the homicide to manslaughter, and the jury 
finds that the killing was murder, they may consider the 
evidence of provocation for such bearing as it msy have on the 


question whether the murder was of the first or second degree. 
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4| INSTRUCTION No. 443 

3 

6 | If you are satsified beyond a reasonable doubt thst 


7 the killing was unlawful, but you have a reasonable doubt 
8| whether the crime is murder or manslaughter, you must give 
the defendant the benefit of such doubt and find it to be 
menslaughter rather than murder. 
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INSTRUCTION No. $4 


Upon a trial of a charge of murder, it is a defense that 
the killing was justifiable and not unlawful. 

If you have a reasonable doubt whether the killing was 
unlawfu! you must give the defendant the benefit of such doubt 
and acquit him. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. $49 — 


Homicide is justifiable and not unlawful when committed by 
a person ín the lawful defense of himself or any other person, 
when he has reasonable ground to apprehend that he or such 
other person is in danger of death or greet bodily injury and 
that there is imminent danger of such a design being accompl 

In order to justify the taking of humen life in self 
defense, the slayer, as a reasonable man, must have reason to 
believe and must believe that he or such other person is ia 
danger of death or of great bodily injury; and further, the 
circumstances must be such that an ordinarily reasonable person, 
under similar circumstances would believe that it was necessery 
for him to use in his or the other person's defense snd to 
avoid death or grest bodily injury to himself or such other 
person, such force or means as might cause the desth of hís 
adversary. 

A bare fear of death or great bodily injury is not 
sufficier to justify a homicide. To justify taking the life. 
of another in self defense, the circumstances must be such as 
to excite the fears of a reasonable man placed in a similar 
position, and the party killing must act under the influence 
of such fears alone. The danger must be apparent and must be 
present and imminent, or must so appear at the time to the 
slayer as a reasonable man, and the killing must be done under 
2 well founded belief that it is necessary to save one's self 


or another person from death or great bodily harm. 


INSTRUCTION No. 22 


The defendant in this case has introduced evidence 
tending to show that he was not present at the time 
and place of the commission of the alleged offense for 
which he is here on trial. If, after a consideration of 
all the evidence, you have a reasonable doubt that the 
defendant was present st the time the crime was coumitted, 
he is entitled to an acquittal. 


INSTRUCTION NO. 747 


In this case the defendant has interposed Ce defense 
that he was suffering from a mental dísease or defect ss a 
result of which he lscked the capacity to either appreciate 
the wrongfulness of his conduct, or to conform his conduct to ` 
the requirements of the law. The lew does not place upon a 
defendant the burden of proving beyond a reasonable doubt 
that he was not mentally responsible for his conduct at the 
time the act charged was committed, but only places the 
burden upon him to raise in your minds a reasonable doubt as 
to his mental responsibility. If there is in your mind a 
reasonable doubt as to the sanity of the defendant at the tine 
of the commission of the act alleged in the Information then 
this reasonable doubt must be resolved in his favor and you 
must acquit him of the crime charged. 


INSTRUCTION No, $^ 


A person is not responsible for criminal conduct, if 
at the time of such conduct, as a result of mental disease 
or defect, he lacks substantial capscity either to appreciste 
the wrongfulness of his conduct, or, to conform his conduct 
to the requirements of the law. Such mental disease or defect 
defines the term insanity for purposes of criminal respon- 
sibility, and is the meaning of the term insanity as used in 
these instructions. 

You will note that under this definition there are two 
types of mental disease or defect which will excuse conduct 
which would otherwise be criminal. The first is that at the 
time of the commission of the act the accused lacked sub- 
stantial capecity to appreciate the wrongful nature of his 
conduct. The tests sre: Did he have sufficient mental 
capacity to appreciate the character and quality of his 
wrongful act? Did he know and understand that it was a 
violation of the rights of another and in itself wrong? 

The second type of insanity is a mental disease or defect 
of such nature that at the time of the conduct in question it 
prevented the defendant from conforming his conduct to the 
requirements of the law, even though he had substantial 
capacity to appreciate the wrongfulness of his conduct. 

The mental disease or defect must be of a substantial 
nature before it will excuse one from responsibility for his 


conduct. Repeated criminal or antisocial conduct, standing 


1.| alone, does not establish a mental defect or disease which 
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will excuse responsibility for wrongful conduct. 
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INSTRUCTION No. ¥? 


The law presumes every man to be sane and to possess a 
sufficient degree of reason to be responsible for his criminal 
conduct until evidence is presented sufficient to raise in 
the minds of the jury a reasonable doubt as to the mental 
responsibility of the accused. 

This presumption of mengwl responsibility prevails only 
until a reasonable doubt is cast upon it, and the presumption 
merely relieves the prosecution from introducing proof that 
the defeadant wes free of mental disease or defect which 
aifected his responsibility until that issue is raised by 
evidence creating a reasonable doubt as to the sanity of the 
accused, 

If evidence tending to establish such mental disease or 
defect is presented, the ultimate burden of convincing the 
jury beyond s reasonable doubt that defendant was within the 
legal test of responsibility is on the prosecution. 
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INSTRUCTION No. Ze 


In determining the question whether the defendant was 
responsible for his conduct at the time of the alleged 
commission of the act, the jury may consider all of his acts 
at the time of, before, and since the alleged commission of 
the act, as such acts and conduct have been shown by the 
evidence, and the jury has the right to consider the defendant's 
appesrence and actions during the trisl as a circumstance 
in determining his mental capacity at the time of the alleged 
commission of the act. 


INSTRUCTION wo. SI 


You are instructed that if you decite to acquit the 
defendant on the ground that beccuse of mental disease or 
defect he lacked substantísi capacity either to appreciate 
the wrongfulness of his conduct, or, to conform his conduc* 
to the requirements of the ter. . wariiet must be "Not Guilt 
by Reason of Insenity." 


INSTRUCTION NO. 52 


During your examination as prospective jurors you learned 
Cat in Idaho the Legislature has provided an automatic and 
mandatory death penalty for First Degree Murder. You are 
hereby advised that the death penalty is in no way applicable 
to a conviction for the lesser offenses of Murder in the 
Second Segree or Voluntary Manslaughter. 

Even though you have knowledge of the foregoing facts, 


you are instructed that it is not within your province to 
| concern yourselves with the question of penalty or punishment. 


That feature of the case is one solely for the Legislature as 
to First Degree Murder and solely for the Court as to Murder 
in the Second Degree and Voluntary Manslaughter. Therefore, 
I instruct you not to concern yourselves with the question 
of penalty or punishment. Your duty as jurors is solely to 
determine the guilt or innocence of the accused and upon that 


question and that question alone you, as jurors, are to vote 
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The Court has endeavored to give you instructions 


embodying all rules of law that may become necessary 
in guiding you to a just and Jawful verdict. The 
applicability of some of these instructions will 
depend upon the conclusions you reach as to what the 
facts are. Ar to any such instructions, the fact that 
it has been given must not be taken s indicating an 
opinion of the Court that the instruction will be 
necessary or as to what th» facts arc. If an 
instruction applies only to a state of facts which you 


find does not exist, you will disregard the instruction. 


DO RR XA. 


INSTRUCTION No. .$4/ 


The sttítude and conduct of jurors at the beginning of 
j their deliberations are matters of considerable importance. 
It is rarely productive of good for a juror at the outset 
to make an emphatic expression of his opinion on the case or 
to state how he intends to vote. When one does that at the 
beginning, his sense of pride may be aroused, and he may 
hesitate to change his position even if shown that it is 
| wrong. Remember that you are not psrtisans or advocates in 
| this metter, but are judges. 


| 
| 
I 
i 
| 
i 
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INSTRUCTION No. SS 


Both the State and the defendant are entitled to the 
individual opinion of each juror. 

It is the duty of each of you to consider the evidence 
for the purpose of arriving at a verdict if you can do so. 
Each of you must decide the case for yourself, but should do 
so only after a discussion of the evidence and instructions 
with the other jurors. 

You should not hesitate to change an opinion if you 


are convinced it is erroneous, However, you should not be 


| influenced to decide any question in s particular way because 


ja msjoríty of the jurors or any of them, favor such a decision. 
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Upon retiring to the jury room you will select 
one of your number as foreman. 

This being a criminal case, your verdict must 
be unanimous. When you arrive at a verdict, the 
foreman will sign it and you will return it into open 
court. 

In arriving at your verdict you should not 
resort to any means or methods of chance. 

Forms of verdict suitable to any conclusion you 
may reach will be submitted to you with these 


instructions. 


DATED this dn of CUu R. 19287 
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IN THE DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 
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Docket N22 


STATE OF IDAHO, APPEARANCES: ; AE Do EE 


ve. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant 


Subject of Proceeding: JURY TRIAL 


BE IT KNOWN, that the following proceedings were had, to-wit: 


This was the time and the place set for the hearing of the above 
entitled matter. The State of Idaho was represented Mr. Robert ` 
Remikius and Lynn E. Thomas. The defendant appearing person end with 
his attorney, Mr. Bruce 0. Robinson. : 

The Clerk was instructed to call the roll call of jurora and the 
fol.owing person answered. Jerry R. Adams, Betty M. Sarr, Doris L. 
Bennett, Wanda L. Bennett, Peny L. Benson, Wilford D. Bonomi, Margaret 
M. lpackebusch, Alvin J. Buchtel, Virginia S. Budiselic, Howard R. Byrd, 
Zeiss R. Canterbury, William B. Cecil, David L. Charles, John M, Chisholm, 
Nancy C. Church, Dela Claypool, Victoria S. Cook, Viola Coulter, Donald ` 
A. Crawford, Barbara A. Crnkovich, Margaret G. Dahl, Ruth B. Daiker,. Mary 
| V. Lavidson, Kari 9, Eckstein, Jack Btherton, Esther J. Everett, Ruby c. 
Fisher, Alice C, Oilman, Virginia M. Gregory, Ronald P. Gribble, Walter T. 


E 
i 
id 
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k 
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MM ment ea — 


Gros stueck, Linda L. Gust, Duane M. Hammond, Paula Hansen, Charles Harpole, — 
Don *redrick Heidt, Sr., Edwin L. Helfer, Yvonne A. Helm, Maxine Hill, ; 
Sharm K. "111, Marjorie . Hinman, Lillien 5. Honeyoutt, Harold J. Horine, © 
Billwe I., Howard, Marjorie K. Hull, Wayne L. Jacobs, Antonia H. Jaeger, $ 
Bill E. James, Bonnie E. Jameson, Michael W. Jasberg, Kathleen M. Jerome, ^ 
Ida >. Johnson, Jacqueline C. Jordon, Ruth A. Joy, Max.ne Elnors Karst, > 
Daiay M. Kienholz, Roanna J. Knoll, Stella M. Koole, banda J. Kurt, Ralph 
D. Lambert, Gloria 2. Lapp, Marijeen Lemieux, Carolyn M. € Arleign 
V. Luoma, Vicki L, Mabes, Sandra K. Madsen, Dale E. Magnus 1 fen L. 
daart zar, Elizabeth M. McKenzie, Ernest P. Mollendorf, Edward K. Morgen, 
Walte> I. Nelson, Ellen L. Noonan, Frank G. fb Prank L. Orazem, 
Fathl.en R. Orsburn, Fred R, Patano, Donaló J. Piekarski, Jimmy W, Pogue. 
Robert P. Powell, Linda E. Raivio, Merlys A. Rice, Clifford Richardson, 
Viola L. Roberts, Norman A. Ross, Doris J. Rounsville, Donna Rae Rude, 
Phillip E. Ruff, Joe Schermanson, 
Scott 9, Shock, Richard J. 8 
Arler e C. Sorenson, Georga 3 
Ehe) L. Stewart, Brenda wee J 
Stroje, Betty J. Thatcher, Irvin 
Ward, Barbara L, Watts, Ho: 
Wilson, Poster 3 
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Sei cted that h 


D. Schrader, Esther V, Schpholm, 
| B. Sisk, Jr., David L. Smith, 


"pederick F, Townsend, N. K. 
1114 ams,, Ann F. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


; The Clerk was instructed to draw the names of twelve jurors and ‘ 
he following names were called. 1. Yvonne A. Helm, 2. V & M. Gregory, 
„ Dela Claypool, u. Barbara A. Crnovich, 5. Marjorie K. Hull, 6. Daisy 

, Kienholz, 7. Michael W. Jasberg, 8. Jack Etherton, 9. Joe 30 

lo. Vifginia S. Budi sel e, 11. Philip E. Ruff, 12. Robert P. Powell. 

Court adjourned and trial removed to the Public Safety Building. 
Mr. Robinson said that he had a matter to take up with the court 
ore selection of the jury continued. 


Defenda&t's Exhibit E (North Idaho Press, dated Oct. 3, 1975) marked, 
dentified, offerdd and admitted. 


Mr. Robinson said that the polygraph report had been received by 
im and copies had been zi ven to opposing counsel, and to the court. 

He asked permission of the court for John Wickersham to sit in 
he court by counsel taole? 

This was granted by the court. 

It was asked if the presence of witnesses in the cour; woulc be 
owed or would they be requested to stay out of the court room until 
had testified. ^ 

Both counsels stated that they had no intention óf requesting 
clusion of witnesses from the courtroom during the trial. 

Examination for cause of the ‘urors began. 

A. Yvonne A. Helm, examined by the c urt and passed. Mr. Remaklus examine 
d challenged the witness because of health, this juror wes excused. 

; Virginia M. Gregory was called, and examined by the court, passed by 
"the court, Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

Mr. Robinson made a statement to the court regarding the defendant 
eing handcuffed when broungt into court this morning. e Zeg 
j The court said that the records will show that the defendant is not 
Tin hand cuffs in the court room. 

3. Dela Claypool was questioned for cause by the court, passed by the court, 
Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 
Court recessed 11:03 am.m z E 
Court reconvened at 11:13 a.m. x 
7h. Barbara A. Crnovich, examined for cause and excused by the court. 1 
5. Marjorie K. Hull examined for cause, examined by the court and it was i 
stipulated by counsel that she is excused, j 
6. Margaret M. Brackebusch, examined for cause, examined by the court and “| 
excused, 
$7. Michael W. Jasberg, examined for cause by the court and excused. 
À Court recessed for noon recess E 
Court reconvened at 1:30 p.m. E 
The ccurt advised counsel that juror #100, Glacys M. Shuler hes Si 
Leen excused. 5 
2 Mr. Robinson said that at a noon radio broadcast there had been & 
mention of two shot gun last, that tnis was erronous. d 
; "Mm, Thomas said thers is some question as to withchcraft, and 4 
raises the objection that the jurors should not be exposed to this theory, | 
| as this falls within the order of the court. 1 
1 Mr. Robinson made a statement to the court that this was necessary i 
questioning to see if tre jurors were overly auperstistious. z 
9. Joe Shermanson called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 3 
The court saic that this juror would be excused from any further 
duty because of hearing problem. 


0. Virginia S. Budiseiic, examined for cmppeovade excused by the court. 
3 E E 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF DA, \ 
Plaintiff Docket No. 84011 
vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH October 6, 1975 
* Defendant | Ca 
(CONTINUED) 


11. Philip H. Rugg called examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Thomas, challenged by Mr. Robinson, questioned further by Mz. Tuomas, 

Mr. Robinson questioned the juror. Witness excused. 

12. Robert W. Powell, examined by the court, passed by the Court, Mr. 
Remaklus ard fr. Robinson 

13. Arleigh V. Luoma, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

1h. Richard J. Siebert, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 

15. Daisy M. Kienholz, called. examined for cause and passed by the court , 
Mr. Thomas end Mr. Robinson. 

16. Ruby Fisher, called, examined by the court and excused. 

17. Antonia H. Jaeger, called, examined for cause and passed by the court, 
Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

18. kathleen R. Orsburn, called, examined by the court, passed by the 
court, Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 

The Jury was admonished and recessed, they were advised that they 
should refrain from reading any news in the paper about this trial and 
from listening to new broadcasts on the TV. They will return at 9:30 a.m. 
Oct. 7, 1975. 

Court receseed h: 50 p.m. 


SECOND DAY 


Je deer 5 Pees Second 


9125 a.m. 
Present as before 


The court said that Juror #26, Diane K. Dutton had been excused. 

Mr. Robinson stated to the court that the Osburn Radio Station had 
tiven ou information cn out of state invclvments. 
19. Wanda L. Bennett was called, examined for cuase and passed by the 
court, Mr. Thomas and Nr. Robinson. 

The court said thet juror Vicki L. Mabes had been excused. + 
20. Arlene Sorenson, called, examined by the court and excused by the 
court. 

Court recessed 10:00 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:15 a.m. 
21. Davis L, Smith called, exsmined for cause and excused by the court. 
22. Marijean Lemieux called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
23, Brenda Lee. Stinson, called, sworn and examined for cause, passed 

the court, Mr, Rguaklus and ‘Mr. Robinson. 

4. Rose Z. wWilli&uS, called, examined for cause and excused by the court 
25. Wanda J. Kurt, called, was examined for cause and passed by the court, 
My. Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 
26, Roland E. Sisk, r., called, examined for cause and excued by the court. 
27. Ruth E. Diaker, led, examined by the court and passed by court, 
Mr, Thomas, challenged by Mr. Robinson, resisted by Mr. Thomas and the 
juror questioned further. The court questioned Mrs. Diaksr. Passed 
for cause by Mr. Robinson. 

The 12 jurors passed for cause were admonished by the oourt. 

Court recessed for noon. 

Court reconvensó 1:30 

The court said that juror #63, Stelle M, oole as been drawn 
as stand by juror, for examination for cause. 


Approved: 
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IN THE DiSTRICT COU"T OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STAT OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OI SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


E OF IDAHO, — Docket No. 9701 


vs. 
[OMAS EUGENE CREECH oo tober 6, 1975 


Mr. Remaklus asked the court that in the event that a peremptory 

jallenge should be waived, would that limit the part to any other 
i&llenges, or cotld they waive and go on with persmptory challenges as 
the new jurors drawn after the challenge? 

d The court seid that the new ruies lets a party challenge any juror 

sed for cause after waiver of a challenge. 


ptory challenges will begin at this time. 


llenge No. 1 
M. Hammond was called, and examined for cause. Excused by the court. 


bella M. Koole called, examined for cause. Passed by the court, Mr. 
aklus and Mr. Robinson. 


lenge Ko. 2 
nk O. Oberg, called examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 


&klus and Mr. Robinson. 


lenge No. 3 
old J. Horine, called, examined by the court, passed by the court, Mr. 


omas and Mr. Robinson. 


allenge “o. h 

alter . Nelson called, and examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
maklus and Mr. Robinson. 

Court recessed 3:00 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 3:10 p.m. 


mallenge No. 5 
Dien L. Noonan, called, examined for cause passed by the court, Mr. 


homas and Mr. Robinson. 


hallenge No. 6 

lliam 3. Cecil called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
ice C. Gilman called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Court recessed 3:50 p.m. 

Reconvened l: 1:90 p.m. 

ward R. Byrd callec, examined for cause and excused by the court. 

ne Elnora Karst called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 


Y 


4ola Coulter called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
emaklus and Mr. Hobins n. 


Sahllenge No. 7 


orge Stancil: called, Dee v cause ans excused by the court. 
fhe court amen! sed the 
Court recessed 5:15 peme 
n dred Ninety ird 
etoder 3, 197 


A. . 
resent as before 
vas basn excused oe6cause 


The co:ri i r No. 6 
of illness in tne Approved: 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 
STATE OF IDAHO V 
vs. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Ostober 6, 1975 
Sr 


(CONTINUED) 


The court said that he has received a medical excuse for juror 
No. 9h, Donna Rude and Mrs. Rude will be excused. 


Esther V. Scuphom was called, examined for cause and excused by 
the court. 
William L. McArthur called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Esther J. Everett called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson 


Challenge No. 8 

Peny L. Benson called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Robert W. Yost called, examined for cause and exeused by the court. 
Betty M. Barr called, examined for cause, passed dy the court and Mr. 
Remaklus. Challenged by Mr. Robinson, Challenge resistec by Mr. 

R us. 

The court said that he would hear argument outside the presence of 
the juror. Mrs. Barr was excused from the courtroom. $ 

The court stated that the mention of drugs in the questioning of 
jurors is ıt a proper question for examination for cause. The court 
is concerned that if the matter of drugs will come into court, but if it 
does it will be relevant, and the jurors should consider the evidence then. 
Mr. Robinson 1s bringing this to the attention of the jurors, this fact 
might rot even get into court and if it does it 1s the opinion of the 
court that it will not get before a jury. 

Mr. Robinson said that he would agree with the court that it is a 
very thin chance, and my not get in at all, but thet if it should get in 
and should be considered by the jury, and a person is prejudice because 
of the use of drugs, a fair verdict could not be reached. 

The court said that it could not see a prejudice against drugs es 
a reason to excuse a juror, many people are prejudice against drugs, in 
fact he is himself. 

There was no statement by Mr. Remaklus. 

The caurt said that it is the position of the court that the mere 
fact that a juror is prejudiced against drugs does not disqualify him as 
& juror. 

Court recessed 11:00 a.m. 

Court reconvened 11:10 a.m. 

Mrs. Barr recalled and passed by Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 9 

Fred R. Pateno called examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Davið L, Charles calles, examinec for cause and passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 10 
Weyne L. Jacobs called, exanined for eee cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remailus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 11 

Edwin L. Helfer called, examined fo 
Challenge r. sed by the 
Jerry R. Adans 1 


Court re 


Court re 
Jerry R. Adans 


Paga — — of. pegar 


Challenge No. 12 'à 
Bill E. James, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, and 
excused. 
Linda E. Gust, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. Thowas, 
and Mr. Robinson. 
Challenge No. 13 
Donald A. Crawford, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, 
challenged by Mr. Thoxas, Challenge resiéted by Mr. Robinson. The 
court expleined the reasonable doubt expression to the juror, Juror 
passed by Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 

Court recessed 2:40 p.m. 

ourt reconven’ ! 2:50 p.m. 

Mr. Robinson asked the court for clarification, that Carol Spaulding 
entered a plea of Guilty to the charge of Y e 

The court said that who ever prepared the Judgment used bad wording. 
T * Remaklus said that Carol Spaulding was charged under section : 

4205. 

The court said that this is the accesory section, and the crime 
charged accessory. 

The court said that a doctor's certificate for en #49, Billee 
L. Howard, has been * 


Challenge No. 1) 3 ; 
Ernest Paul Zei Let äert. Sie ee for panne, passed iy the court, 
Mr. Remaklus and Mr. Robinsén. 


Challenge No. 15 
Velma R. Canterbury, called, examined for cause, Salted "hy the court, 
Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 16 

Wilford D. Bonomi, called, examined for cause, excused by the court 
Maxine Hill, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 17 
Jacqueline C. Jordon, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. 
Thomas and Mr, Robinson. 

Court recessed h:12 p.m. 

Court reconvened 4:20 p.m. 


anes No. 18 

Frank L, Orazem called, examined for cause, excused by the court. 
Sharon K. Hill, called, examined for cause, passed by the court and 
Mr. Remakius, challenged by Mr. Robinson, excused by the court. 

Bonnie E, Jameson, called, examined for ca se, passed by the court, Mr. 
.emaklus and Np. Robinson, 


Chelle: je i Tate 


s 
Challenge No. 25 waived. 


The court stated that this trial will be e protracted one and 
asked if one or two alternate Jurors necessary? He also asied counsel if 
they would waive the requirement to rive the oath to jurors before the 
alternate juror is chosen. 

It was stated thet two alternate ae s e be picked, and that 
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counsel will waive the wwearing of the jurors until the alternate jurors 
have been chosen. 

Court recessed 5:00 p.m. 

Court reconvened 5:10 p.m. 5 
Ronald F. Gribble called, examined for cause, passed by the court, Mr. E 
Rewaklus, and Mr. Robinson. 

Fredrick F, Townsend, called, examined for cause, excused by the court. Kaz 
Betty J. Thatcher, called, examinéd for sause, passed by the court, Mr. P 
Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 1 
Alvin J. Buchtel, called, examined for cause, passed by the court, . 
Remaklus and Mr. Robinsor. 


Cnallenge No. 2 . 
Kathleen M. Jerome called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
Margaret C. Dahl, called, examined for cause and excused the court. 
Scott B. Shock, called examined for cause and excused by court. ` s 
Court recessed 6:10 p.m. "UE 
Court reconvened 6:15 p.m. 
Irvin C. Thompson called, examined for cause, excused by the court. 4 
Ralph D. Lambert, called, exemined and excused by the court. 3 
Dale E. Magnus, called, examined for cause and excused by the court. 
N. K. Ward, called, examiued for cause and excused by the court. 
‘Curtis D. Schrader called, examined for cause, excused the court, i: 
Lillian S. Honeycutt called, examined for cause, passed the court, E 
Mr. Thomas and Mr. Robinson. 


Challenge No. 3 waived. 
Challenge No, l| waived. 


Court recessed 7:20 p.m. 
Court reconvened 7:50 p.m. 
The court said that whe jury had been selected and he will now read those 
seated on the jury and those excused. M 
The following jurors will be seated in the jurors box. E 
1. Esther J. Everett, 2. Walter I. Nelson, 2. Robert P. Powell, . Frank E 
G. Oberg, 5. Ernest Paul Mollendorf, 6. Daisy M. Kienholz, 7. Velma Canterbury, 
B. Wayne L. Jacobs, 9. Wanda L. Bennett, 10. Bennie E. Jamison, 11. David 
L. Charles 12. Maxine Hill 
Alternate jurors are Ronald F. Gribble and Lillian S. Honeycutt. 
The remaining jurors will be excused at this time. The court thanked 
them for their attendance. 
The court said that the jurors and alternates seated in this oase 
will be allowed to return to their homes this evening to get their 
clothes, and will not be sworn until tomorrow morning. They will bring 
their things directly to the courthouse, as there will be transportation 
. to the motel for them. The Court repeated the admonition heretofore given. 
Court adjourned at 7:55 p.m. 


CU EE 


FORTH DAY One Hundred Ninety "ourth 
October 9, 1975 
9:55 a.m. 
Present as ber ore 
The court stated that the alternate juror, Mr. Gribble came to bi 
this morning, said that he had thought abA&pproweds,case last ni and that 
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that he haó recalled more about this case then he had told at the time of 
questioning. The court said that both counsels could examine the juror . 
now outside the presence of other jurors, if they wanted. 

Both counsels agreed to this. x 

The court expressed appreciation to Mr. Gribble for coming forth- 
with additional information, 

The court questioned Mr. Gribble, who stated that he hed heard 
remarkd about this case from fellow workers who came in the office frou 
Boise, Idsho, byt that he had not connected those remarks with this case 
until after he had gotten home last e, 

Mr. Remaklus asked Mr. Gribble felt that he could set aside 
anything he had heard and judge this case solely on the evidence presented 
in this court? 

Mr. Gribble said that he would try. 

Mr. Remaklus passed the juror for cause. 

Mp. Robinson questioned Mr. Gribble. He challenged the juror. 

; Mp. Remal-lus said thet he would not resist the challenge. 

The court questioned the juror. He said that he would try to be 
fair, but was not sure that de could do it. : 

Mr. Robinson still challenged the juror. 

| The court excused MP. 2e 

The court asked counsel if they were willing to proceed with one 
alternate juror? 

The court asked Mr. Gribble if he had discussed this witb any of 
the other jurors? 

„ Cribble said that he had not. 

Couusel agreed to try this matter with one alternate juror. 

The court said that he would ahead end try this matter with one ` 
alternate juror, and won't call a u strial in t matter. 

The juror Mr. Gribble was excused, 

Jurors were called in. 

The Clerk was instructed to give the Oath to tue jury panel. 

The Alternate juror was sworn in. : 

Mr. Hemaklus made his opening stateuent to the court. 

The Clerk was instructed to read the Information to the jury, 
stating that the defendant had entered a Not Guilty plea to the 
filed against hin. 

Mr. Robinson reserved the right Lo make his opening statement until 
later. 

The court admonished the Jury 

Court recessed 10:30 ^ a. 

Court reconvened 11:1. a. 

Jurors returned into court. 

Mr. Robinson said chat they would waive the ^1 call of jurors and 
stipulated that all jurors were present. 


Mp. Remaklus sai? thet the State would so sti sve 

Mr. Thomas asked 1^ there was any objection t ‘spective witnesses 
remaining in the court roon. E: 

There was no objection by r. Robinson. = 

Johnny J. Hill, Horse Shos Bend, Idsho, was called, sworn and 3 
direct examined by “ir. &emgklus. He seid that ne is 24 years of age, 


he past 22 - 3 years. He was - caged 


end is employeé as a logger for 
4, near Donnelly, idaho. He was working 


in this employment on November 19 
with Rey Hall, also & logger. He sai? that he went nast Donnelly, Ic 
each evéning on his way nome, ant in November 1974 he was on his way 


home with his partner and they stopped rRNA , "uere the old hig-ν 3 
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t.archos off, £o add oil to his truck. This was approximately 5:30 or 
a pu The vz&ihsr was sloudy, but there was no snow on 

Iz scid that Lo obsszvsd something in the ditch on the sido of the road 

^ad cilied ít to the attention of his partner. When they went to look 

they sew à wil of blood lztding to e slooping we an and & blanket in 

Sha citeh Thiy :cck;d vader tho sleeping beg and the blanket and saw 
‘wo dead ara Ha 62soribsd the area whors the bodies were found. 


Tante EEN t A 3 marked at trial in Cascade, 
fas... 2@sutifred cmd woos en onlargement of the sama photc 
“Ith tha com: svusbit No . Schibit was aámitted. : 


Plointlff's Exhibit ' 3 (Ihctc) previously marked at Caseade, Idaho, 
726 3 l2 tope sith sems oshibit No., Lesntif ted, offered 
aed 2dn1sts6d. 


Plaiaciff'z Bn: g (Phasc pesviously morkod at rd e 1da, with 
enlasgsuent of cem wide pe eahibit Ne., identified ped nd 
adm tend. 

Plaintiff's Fcbebit J 2 prsticusly merkcé at Cascade, Ida, with 
pot F ths scas "aito wxhiLit No., íd:tificd, offered and 
admitted. 


Pheiusisf's Kehobit : B (Photo! prariousiy merited ^6 Grsoede, Ida. with 
oulezgomint of Si. Sawn ‘th ems .ahitlt Wo., idensificd, offered and 
admitted 


He statod thet by toa ttf d tic Shvvisf and P £ ride back to the 
soene of the ao., ahm aad wai**d fo» che Sheriff to arrive from Cascade, 
TáBho. Ho tod crou-d thuri with SL.rifí Lvnskuy for a time and went 
cu home. 


tr. Rebiucon oss ex mined Me Hall 


Plaintiff's Exhibit Ae lh (sl ping bay) viously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
Lievtified. offered and admitted 


Pleintiff's Exhibit do 5 (blanket) previously mared Cescade, Idaho, 
identified. offered and admitted. 

There wer no further questions by ith.~ attorney. 

Mr. Ruemaklus sten if this witness could be excused. 

Ther» was no obj;2:ct_ons by Mr. Robinson. 

Witness excused. 


Roy Lynn fail Troy, dane, called, sworn and direct examined by 
M,. Remakius. He saic thst he is sixteen years of age and has worked 
in logging for his father for the past two years, he was so engaged in 
shia work in November 147. That on Nov. 5, 197, he was working five 
miles o.t of vonne’ly, ic he, and liv jascade, Idaho. He was 
-iding back and forth to work with Hill, in ris ssr. That they 
stopped on the highway, on the way put oil in the car, he got 
out to put the oii in an d noticed a couple re bags er blenkets 


thrown n the ditch, he told Johnny fill hia and he got ont of S 

the car and they went to look, as they rc the sleep: ne dag and 3 

the blanket, they notice two dead nenrson!* proci: u yder these. 3 
— — eu 
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He saic at the tino they were headed scuth. and the bodies were a 

passenger side of She road Afen disc very or the bodies they walkes 

back to Donrelly and called the Sheriff, returning to the scene of the 

murder and waited for tre Sherif to errive, They remained at the ow 

of the orime for 2 


SUE 


iit 


Hear Ai P 


ig 
aen 


2 to 3 hours. 

There was uo further quot ons by Mr. Remaklus. 

It was stipuiesed that the witness sould be exoused, 
Court exeuse the witness 


Mertin J. Maxweli (Jim), Chief Deputy of Valley County, eebe, t 
called. sworn and direct examined by My. Romeklus. He gave a beck grovr: 
of his experience in law enforcement. He asaid that he was on du &ü iki 
Sheriff's office at Cascade, Idsbo on Nov. 5, 1974, and had occasion 5c 
investigate an incident near Dommeliy, Idaho, on or about 5:30 p.m.. Hë 
said that he contacted Sheriff Lynskey and procsed to the scene of the 
accident. He said that at the site ho found a pickup truck sitting tharo, 
pointed ín a southerly dircction. ‘Several people were at the scene wher 
he urrivec. He said that it was ust getting dusk and the weather ades 
col and over cast. Mr. Hall and Mr. Hill were among the people thore, 
Sheriff Lenskey, Me. Smith, Gene Hewrer, M». Wesley Woodall, tue Presecuiviag 
Attorney and the corner, Burtcn Walker. He said that Brian Miller, MeCal?2 
police officer was there and pointed cut the two bodies in ths desinzgs 
fitch. He described the location of this scene. It is a wide spot ma 
the road, off the oiled portion of the highway, a junotion of highway Hz. 
35 and old higbway No. 15, ia Valley Courty, Idaho, approximately 5 âle 
south of Donnelly, Idaho, š 

The jury was edmonishe: 

Court recessed 11:50 a.m. T 

Count reconyaned 1:30 p.m. jurora returned, stipulated „ preset. 4 


Mr. Remaklus continued to direct exemine Mr. Mexsll. Ho Fas 
questioned reg wing exhibits .A UJ, iC, and i3. 


Plaintiff's Ext#bit 3 and 3A (diagram and enlirganent of Sail preriousiy 
marked at Cascade, Idaho, identifled, offured and vümittzá 


Plaintiff's 
identified, 


o) previously miked at Crscrd3, Ién., was 
sted. 


6d that efter his arrival at ths scene of tna uu der hs 
zent ze and gather physical eviderec They made a diagra» 

| and 3A) and took pi Copa Hec wee at the scene 
t. He said that Brian Millcr was left at the scene 
to keer the area secure during the right 


He further stated 
attempted to 1 


"l1aintiff's Lxhibit N {plastic fragments of don. lighc: pveriously 
marked at Cascade, idsho were identified. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 6 (large piece of asphalt) ,'s2vicusly marked at 


Cascade, idaho, 

fr. Maxwell 
received a report fr 
en abandoned vor 


e de Hor. 5. 19/7 hs 
cade Idaho to investigate 
hat a port had been raccived 


from Steve Hager, Departmen s about 30 p.m.. He 
went he loca ih was soch of seeds cu Xighwey $5. 


n*tiff's ahihi: - (hoto; previous? Ane? Cascada 2o ta 
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Fe said that when he looked inside us abandoned gar, that he noticed 
several papers on the seat, blood smears on the steering wheeland 
door panel. $ papers and shell casings were found in the car. Te 
papers were removed from the car at that time. 


State's Exhibit No. 27 (documents found in car) previously marked at 
Cascade Co., identified, offered and admitted. 


As soon as he found the shell casing and what ne believed to be blood, 

be contacted Sheriff Lenskey, and had the vebicle moved to Cascade, Idaho 
by way of wrecker and it was impounded, first at the Sherif:- — a and 
later moved to a garage and was there iocked up. The following 

Ney. 6, 197k he went to the garage with Mr. Woodall, after, Jerry "e JE 
a State Investigater had gone over the car. He took some Bictures of 

the irtide of the car. He said that he had advised the investigator where 
the Ar shell casings were located in the car. He did not remove the d 
casing, they were in what appeared to be a large amount of blood. 1 


Plaintiff's Exhibit Ho. 29 A( Photo) 

Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 298 (Photo) ; 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 29 C (Photo; ; 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 29 D (Photo) j 
Previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, identified, offered and admitted. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 C (Photo ) ! 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 8 (Photo) 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 C (Photo 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 D (Photo 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 E (Photo 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 28 P (Photo 


Previously marked in Cascade, Idaho, identified and admitted by the court. 


The jury was admonished by the court. 

Court recessed 2:25 p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:40 p.m. 

jury was returned and stipulated all present. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 42 (Photo) oreviousiy marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
idenvífie"^. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 43 (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. hh (Photo) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. i 
Plaintiff's Exhibit Ne. 45 (Photo) previously maded Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. ue (Photo) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identified. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 30 (dome light) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identified, offered and admitted. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 7 offered and adaitted. 

. He testified that while sar was imp sounded in Budrow Service Station 
it was finger printed, blood stains were taken and other investigation made. 

Officer Woodall iss iletin for the aet endants from Valley 

County. The descrivtion r for a white male, early 
20's, medium buili anc a young a maxi coat, long blond hair. 


O O OT] 
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This description had been given to him by Mr. Lister —2 * 
He was later notified from Glens Ferry, Idaho, that th d two 
persons in custody fitting this description. He and Mr. Woodall went to 
Menntain Home, Idaho, which is east of Boise, on Nov. Ô, 1974, they went 
in his county car, arriving at Mountrin Home at about 6:30 a.m.. They 
met the Elmore County Sheriff and deputy at a cafe and from there proceeded 
on to the Sheriffs office. When they arrived at the Sheriffs office they 
talked to Carol Spaulding. Officer Woodall and himself then went to the 
commissioners room where ail the items taken from the two persons, Thomas 
Creech and Carol Spaale ing were at, and they took possession of these 
items from Jack Freeman. These items were put in plastio bags. 


State's Exhibit, previously marked at Cascade, Idaho were identified by 
Mr. Maxwell. 


State's Exhibit No. 22 (pistol) identified. 
Stete's Exhibit No. 23 (holster) identified. 
State's Exhibit No. 25 { coat) identified. 


State's Exhibit 25A (2 boxes 22 caliber long rifle shells from bag of 
Carol Spaulding) warked and identified. 


3&ate's Exhibit No. l7 (plastic bag, containing items with Q numbers 25 
through 31) marked identified, offered end admitted. 


State's Exhibit No. 41 (10 live 22 caliber shells) identified. 


Mr. Maxwehl said that he talked to the defendant, Thomas Creech 
at the Mountain Home plics station. He was also in the oar when the 
defendant was transported back to Cascade, Idaho from Mountain Home, Idaho. 
All the clothing and items taken from the two defendants were taken back 
in the trunk of the car. He said that the oar taking Mr. Creeck and Miss 
Spaulding bes! was driven by Mr. Woodall. They errived back in Cascade 
at approximately 9:30 p.m.. 
i He se. that while he was in Mountain Home he went to court for 
arraignment proceedings with Miss Spaulding. He also waa present when i3 
a conversation was had with Mr. Creeck, Present during tbat conversation 4 
was the defendant, Creech, Mr. Woodall, Mr. Mason, Miss Spaulding and Mr. N 
Maxwell. und excused 4 
The jury was admonished/at this tine. 3 
The court questioned Mr. Maxwell regarding this conversation? He H 
said that the defendant was entitled to object to the statement, and asked 
if this conversation was a part of the Motion tc Suppress. d 
Mr. Robinson said that the conversation to be testified to here are 1 
within the scope of oe Motion. 4 
The court m&ó» a statment that the Motion to Suppress waa not d 
directed to any orsi stetment of defendants, ne asked if a foundation has 1 
been laid to oral statement. He said that based on the foundation given 4 
in Motion to Supress hearing, regarding exhibit B, admitted at that hearing, 
that the defendant had fully of his rights at thetime of statement. 
and this would carry over to b time being transported back to Cascade 
from Mountain Baue, that this sta t was voluntarily given. That the 
ruling at Motion tc Suppress hea 1 2g stat 
revealed at that time. 


1 
l 
3 
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The court advised cow ‘el that any other statement not involved in the 
hearing at the Motion to Suppress was left open and the court was to rule 
on it at the time of admittance, if statement was voluntarily given, or it 
could be left up to the jury to determine if the statement was voluntary 
or not. ‘The court makes the ruling shat the statement was voluntarily 
given and is admissable. The jury can give whatever weight to it that it 
wants to. 

Mr. Robinson made a statement to the court. 

Mr. Remaklus seid that Mr. Maxwell would testify only that on the 
way back from Cascade, as they passed mile post n, that the defendant 
made a statement that that was the place they left the car, the place 
being near Cougar Mountain Lodge. 

Mp. Robinson sai? that he was satidfied that this wuld come within 
the scope. . 

Court recessed 3:35 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 32:50 H. u. 

Jury was returned and 1t was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued examination regarding the conversation had 
in the car on the way back to Mountain Home. Mr. Maxwell said that they 
were driving along the highway and at mile post 9l the defendent stated that 
was the place thet they had left the car, and pointed out Cougar Mountain 
Lodge, as the place that they had spent the night. 

Mr. Maxwell said that the car was found around mile post #94, that 
this La approximately five miles from Cougar Mountain Lodge, and that 
Cougar Mountain Lodge is between Cascade, Idaho and mile post #9. 

Mr. Maxwell was asked where ail the objects brought back from 
Mountain Home to Cascade were kept. Mr. Maxwell said that all these were 
put in the Sheriffs office vault while the defendant was taken to court 
for arraignment proceedings. The items were then removed to his office 
and labeled and tagged and then taken to Boise, Idaho to Mr, Masons office 
where -— were wrapped and sent to the PRI lab. in Washington D C. That 
the clothing from the victims and some of the bullets had been delivered 
to him by Sheriff Lynskey. He said that th Q numbers are on all items 
in the plastic bags. Q 34 end 235 in small plastic bag, Q36 to ui in 
Large plastic bag, and me to Q9 in one large plastic bag. He said that 
he mailed all the evidence to the FSI lab personally. That he picked 
up these items at the post office when they were returned from the lab. 

He said that there were four (h) boxes mailed to the lab in Washington D.C., 
these were sent registered and insured. He seid that when these four boxes 
were returned they had the original wrapping on them in tact. 

He was asked what wasl mailed to trs FSI in the four boxes? 

Mr. Maxwell said that the four bullets removed from the victims were sent 

in the small box. 

State's Exhibit No. 10, previously 
State's Exhibit No. 11, Previous 


| 


at 
3 at 


Jascade, ida. (slug) identified. 
Cascade, Ida, (slug) identified, 


State's Exhibit No. 12 previous) ascade, ida. (slug) identified. 
State's Exhibit No. 13, previou: a Cascade, Ida (slug) identified. 
MP. Maxwell said that 5 and Q6 (fired 22 caliber casings) were mailed to 
Wash. D.C. lab. 

State's Exhibit No. 48 (shell casing) markec, identified, offerdéd and 
admitted. 


He stated tha, after the boxes were ret 
at the Sheriffs office at Cascade and 
That this evidence was re-sesled and l 
Hill, and then brought by hin, in 
the evidence vaul at the 
This was opened by Mary 


nct a —ᷣ— 


ried they were locked in the vault 

mec at the trial at Cascade, Idaho. 

d in the evidence vault by Mary 

G to wallace, Ida, and locked in 
Y Approved? 1% Salay Slå 
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and brought into this court room this morning. 


State's Exhibit No. 26 (box 22 shells) previously marked at Cascade, Ida. 
was identified. 


State's Exhibit No. 274 (yellow tablet (legal Pad) with letter Joyce from 
Wayne, taken from 1956 Buick) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


3 The court said that there were matters to take up out of the presence 
of the jury so the jury was admonished and recessed until tomorrow at 
9:30 a.m. 
Court recessed 4:20 p.u. 
Court reconvened h'40 p.m, 
The court said that it had requested counsel to transcribe from the 
tape recording and present this transcript to the court. 4 
Mr. Thomas mads a statement to the court said that this was | 
previoualy submitted, with exhibit A attached. this relates to statements 
and confessions of defencant, and he would like this admitted, the part 
of page l8, fifth line down, omitting lines 10, 11, 12, 13, 14 15, 16, 
17, 18, 19 and 20, rost of page l8, page 49 page 50 except 7, H and 9th 
line from bot ton. ‘| 
Mr. Robinson agr ed with this. j 
The court sated that he had already considered original statement. j 
That be would not consider admission of the tape of conversation in plane. | 
He would admit everythin in transcript up to page 48, beginning with d 
line 7 on page 8 through to line 9 on page 49, all page 50 except line 7 
up from the bottom of the page. 
Mr. Robinson agreed to this. 
Court recessed 4:50 o'clock p.m. 


FIFTH DAY 


f 
| 
i 
i 
' 
| 


October 10, 1975 | 
One Hundred Ninety Fifth Day | 
Present as before 


The court advised counsel that the ME had been sworn ín6$ ges 
but that the court had neglected to swegr in bsliffs, but had war ] 
them personally of their duties. The baliffs have reportod no 
incidents. If counsel wants to they can question the bailiffs. 

No questions by counsel. 

The Clerk was instructed to give Mr. and "rs. Armbruster the oath, 
and day baliffs. 

The court said that matters taken care of last nicht would be 
c;?ered as Exhibit No. 19 

This was so stipulated by counsel. 


Mr. Robinson said that this exhibit was not to go to the Jury, 
except the portion agreed to. . 
The court said that none of exhibit No. h9 would go to the jury. 


States's Exhibit No. 49 ( statement) marked and admitted. 


The court said that exhibit No. 49 is not to zo to the Jury for any 
purpose, only edited portion on tape. ~ 
Mr. Thomas said 
Mp. Robinson asked 


n report has been, received. 
d e the report? 


Tm URN 
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Mr. Thomas said that he knew nothing about any prescriptions. 
Mr. Thomas said that Dr. Heyrend did not addrec: himself on one question 
if he was of the opinion that this crime was a product of mental defect, 
but will do this when he tesvifies in this matter. 

Mr. Robinson informed the court thet he found the prescriptions 
for the defendant in his envelope. 

Jury was returned and it eas stipulated that all were present. 


. Maxwell resumed the stand and Mr. Remaklus continued direct 
examination. 
Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 3 (diagram) was offered and admitted. 

Mr. Maxwell said that he had checked the sheriffs log last night, 
and wished to correct the date testified to yesterday, that the original 
day was Tuesday, Nov. 5, 1974, not Monday, which was the day of the crime. 


Mr. Robinson cross examined the witness, Mr.  axwell. H9 was asked 
if he or Sheriff 2 had complete harge of th wo deaths being in- 
vestigated. Mr. Maxwell answered that he was pa of the team investigating 
this and they started to determine the identit, of the victims, this chore 
was assigned to Sud Mason, which was learned by him through photos and 
finger prints comparisons from written documents. 


Defendants Exhibit A ( copy FBI rap sheet- Bradford) marked, identified, 
offered. / 
Defendant's Exhibit B (FBI rap sheet - Arnold) marked, identified, offered i 

(synopsis 12-29-73) 1 
State's Exhibit No. Md eviously marked Cascade, Ida. identified, offered. 1 
State's Exhibi' No. 1 {mugshot ) marked, identified, offered ! 
State's Exhibit No. 19 (teletype) marked,identified, offered. 


Mr. Maxwell said that these were all part of his investigation filed and 
ask to make photo copies of tbis. 


Mr. Remaklus objected to exhibits #17, #15, Deft. A and D. 

The court said that this was improper cross exanination and sustained 
the objection. 

Mr. Robinson asked if he had anything eise to identify the viogius? 
Mr. Maxwell said nothing in his file, most of his things had been turned 
over to the State's attorneys. 

Mr. Robinson asked that between Nov. 5, 1974 arid Nov. 8, 1974 if 
the investigation of the victims had taken any other turn, other that to 
the defendant and Miss Spaulding? If anyone else ha’ come into the scope 
of their investigation? 

He answered No, but the investigation did continue after Nov. 8, 1974 


in regards to lab tests, but the case was established against the defendant, 
Thomas Creech. 

Me. Robinson asked if Exhibit 3 and 34 was correct to all details 
as found on Nov. 5, 197). Witness answered chat it was. 


Mr. Remaklus re-direct examined. He 
reason to pursue any other suspenct in this a: 

Mr. Maxwell answered that there hac been none. 

Mr. Rob aon ask that this witness remain available for further j 
questioning. 

Jury admonished. 


3 1f there had been any 


- A pages. 
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Court recessed 10:00 a.m. 
Court reconvened 10:20 a.m. 


Steven R. Hager, Cascade, Idaho, called, sworn and direct examined 
by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he is employed for the State Dept. e 
as a maintenace men, is 21 years of age. He was so employed in Nov. 197k. E 
He maintains the highway from Horse Shoe Band past Cougar Lodge to Donnelly, < 
this is highway #55 and 16. He said that he resides in Banks, Ideho. S 
He said that he saw the abandoned car on the highway on Nov. f, 1974 first, 
` this car was headed south on the north bound lane, and was a Buick make. 
He said that he did . ` rotify the Sheriff until Nov. 5, 197k of tue car. 
He looked in the car ana took the keys and opened the trunk, looked over 
the river bank incase someone had been hurt, he found a bunch of papers 
> some eg picked up and put in the front seat of the car, then called the 
Sher: D 

There were no questions Mr. Robinson. 

It was stipulated that this witness could be excused. 


Geraldine Fletcher, Meidan, Idaho, was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. She said that she is employed by the State of 
Idaho Department of Law Enforcement as a finger print teotmioian, for 
which she had four years training, and has expierence in trying to raise 
finger prints in approximately 300 cases. She was so employed as a 
technician in November 197). on Nov. 6, 1974 she went to Cascade, Idaho 
on a call to process an automobile, the seme auto as pictured in exhibits 
28A and 280. This investigation was made at the Philips 66 station at 
Cascade, Idaho. She described the investigation. There were finger 
prints, but just partial ones. 


States's Exhibit No. l2 ( photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
identified and offered. 
State's Exhibit No. l3 (photo) previously marked Cascade, Idaho, 
identified and offered. 
State's Exhibit No. bh (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Idaho, 
identified and offered. 
State's Exhibit No. 4S (Photo) previously marked at Cascade, Ida. 
identified and offered. 

Mr. Robinson objected. 

Court sustained objection. 

Mr, Remaklus continued exazination. He asked if while she was 
inspecting the car if Officer are ana Officer Mason were there? 
She answered that they were there part of the time. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 46 ( 22 sal. shell casing) previously marked, 
was identified 

Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 48 ( 22 cal. shell casing) previously marked, 
was identified. 

She said that she took exhibits #46 and zug to Boise, Ida. and turned 
them over to Officer Mason, then they vers sent to Wash. D.C. lab. 


Mr. Robinson cross examined the witness. She testified that there 
were partial finger prints on the doors and steering wheel, but were 
un-identifable, She ssid that she compared the prints to those taken 
"v Mr. Mason of the victims, but these were too smudged to tell for 
sure, She said that the victims were positively i entified through 


finger prints tho. Approved: 2 E 
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Mr. Remaklus asked if it was unusal to locate only smudged prints? 
She answered that it was rot. 

Mr. Robinson asked if smudged prints identified anyone? 

She answered they did not 


Richard A. Crum, Centerville, Ve., was called, swan and direct 

examined by Mr. Remaklus. He stated that he is a special agent with the 
FBI, and has been for the pas five and one-half years. His duties are 
the identification of fire arms. He explained his educational back ground, 
and special training. He said that in Nov. 1974 he was so employed. He 
inspected the four card board boxes, these were the same boxes received 
at the labatory in Nov. 197) containing specamins for examination. These 
itec: were given Q numbers 1 through Q 49 and K 1, He related that 
the Q 1 through Q h were l bullets, Q 1 now marked at Plaintiffs. Exhibit 11, 
Q2 now merked Plaintiff's Exhibit 12; Q3 now marked Plaintiff's Exhibit 13, 
Qi Now Stae's Exhibit No. 10, Q5 now states exhibit 46, Q6 now States 
Exhibit No. 48, Q 6 through Q 16 are contáá&ned in States ExhfMit No. 41. 
Q 17 through Q 24 and Q 1 through Q 49 contá&ined in exhibit 2h. Mr. Crum 
explained the examination made on the exhibits received by him. He said 
that after the examination of the items marked with Q or K numbers, he 
returned them to Valley County, Idaho to the Sheriff by registered air 
mail an2 1 box air express C. 5. D. 

Mr. Robinson cross exauined Mr. Crum. He said that Q Numbers were 

»rwarded to Tony Hodge for examination. A written report uss prepared 
WM him and sent to Valley County Sheriff, this report was prepared from 
his own examination of items marked Q 1 through Q 16 and K 1 and the 
Hodge report made to him of examinations of Q 17 through Q 49. He explainéd 
his examimation of Q 5 and Q 6. He said that he made test cartridges to 
compare to the cartridges submitteo to him. He was asked if there was 
any question that Q5 and Q6 were fired from the gun marked KÌ? He answered 
that there was no doubt in his mind. 

Mr. us re direct examined Mr. Crum regarding the Q numbers and 
K numbers given exhibits. 


Alvin E. Hodge, called, sworn and direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. 


He stated that he is a special agent with the Federal Bureau: of Investigation ' 


in Washington D.C. He gave his educationel back ground and the nature of 
his work, of identifing bliod and other body fluid. He was so employed in 
this field in November and December 1974. 

Mr. Robinson said that be would stipulate that Mr Hodge did the 
examinations of items marked Q17 through Q 49. 

Mr. Remaklus questioned him as to the result of the tests from 
his work sheet. 

Jury was admonished. 

Court recessed 11:23 a.m. 

Court reconvened 11:45 a.m. 


Jury returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued to examine “Mr. Hodge as to the tests on 
blood tests. He identified the following items as to Q numbers. 
Q 17 Spaulding coat, 4 18 Spaulding slacks, no blood present, blood on 
Spaulding coat could not type. 4 19 Spaulding stockings, Q 24 Spaulding 
Blouse, Q 22 Spaulding panties, Q 23 Spaulding left shoe, Q 2h Spaulding 
right shoe, © 25 Creech pants, Q có left shoe Creech, 27 Creech right 
shoe, Q 28 Creech shirt, 4 29 Creech belt, €-36-Creeek all these items 
were found negative & 30 Creech Levi Jacket, 2 31 Creech Nylon jacket, 


both were found to have human 5150 staing poved". 
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and 833 socks of Creech negativo findings, 23) Creech pants were found 
have human blood on thew, Q 35 Creech shirt was found to have human 

od, O 36, shirt from unknown person found to have group A blood, 937 
sers from unknown person found group A blood, 37A found blood. 

Jury was admonished for noon recess. 

Court reconvened 1:30 p.m. E 
Jury was returned and it was stipulated all was present. | 
Mr. Remaklus continued to examine Mr. Hodge. Who related his findings 
Q38 undershirt of unknown party, 239 of unknown party, sock and also u, : 
belt unknown, blood found negative. Q 42 Shirt, Qh3 trousers, Ohh 

r shirt, Q5 undershorts, Q i6 and 7 socks, us left shoe, Q49 right 
all belonging to victim Arnold fornd with à type blood. 


ts Exhibit No. 30 ( copy of report notes) marked, identified, offered 
admitted. 


Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Hodge. He testified that he did 
ntify human bloód group A that of victims Arnold and Bradford. He said 
t he had seen the copy of the report by Mr. Crum and sent to Sheriff 
key. He reviewed this report and checked with his notes. He said that Í 
conclusions mace was that the human was limited to Q No. 17, 46, and à 
no blood was found on Q Nos 18 through 29 and on 32, 33, 39, 40, 41, > 
Bat group blood was found on 20, 31, 34, 35, 38. Ee related again how 

P tests were made. He was asked if he had determined if any of the 
ments had been washed? He stated that he had not, but under normal 
inditions this can be told and he was sure that he would have noted it 

it had. He examined 230 and Q31 jackets of the defendant Creech, Mr. 
ge said that he would guess that they had not been washed. 

z Mr. Remaklus re-direct examined Mr. Hodge. He said that he was 

le to make bhood grouping on Q 30 and Q 31, there was sonething in the 
ial that could not pe 

It was stipulated that Mr. Crum and Mr. Hodge could be excused. 


: Burton Walker, McCall, Idaho was called, sworn and direct examined 

[| Mr. Henaklus. He said that he owns and operates tho Walker Funeral Home, 
d has since 1958. He is also Coroner for Valley County, Idaho, since 

O. He was coroner on Nov. 197}. He had the occassion to go to a place 
highway #55, 1 mile south of Donnelly, Idaho, where he saw two bodies, 
coroner he made an examination of the bodies at that time and determined 
bat both bodies were in the same condition, that they had been dead about 
hours. He said that later on that evening he loaded the bodies in nis 
se and transported them to McCall, Idaho, the time of this was about 
d-night on Nov. 5, 197). He left the bodies in the hearse ans made 
frangements for a pcst mortem exeminal „ and next morning took them to 
ise, Idaho to the St. Alphonsus Hospi - These two bodies were taken 

d delivered to a Dr. Scott. Hə remained at the hospitel for the first 
opsy of the unknown victim, later founa to be John Wayne Bradfore, 

Mp. Robinson cross examined r. «waiver. He said that he was not j 
doctor so the autopsy was done at his re s He requested that a i 
ood check, urine tesi be made on 2 vad ford, he was not sure 
at a drug screen vest was made or r 

Mp. Burton was excuss¢ a iis tine |rjered to remain in the 
urt for further questioning. 

worn an? direct examined by 


S Dr. Delbert E. 
ı baere., He gave his educational 


> c 3 
Mr. Thomas. Ee said tnst 
A ved: 
Que 
e » 
52 : 
E] 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO 


Plaintiff ) Docket No. IIe 
Le 
F — —— 905..6, 1915... 2L E 
THOMAS EUGENE CREEOCF ei ) 1972. 


eeng 


(CONTINUED) 


background to the court. He said that on Nov. 6th and 7th, 197}, he 
performed the autopsies on the victims Arnold and Bradford. The autopsy 
on Bradford was performed on Nov. 6, 1974, he described the proceedure, 
he removed three bullets from the face and neck of this victim. He made 
internal tests, urine test, blood tests. Eis opinion was that death was 
caused by gun shot wounc. When asked what shot that he felt had been the 
fatal one, he replied that it appeared to be the one right of the right 
nostril. It was his opinion that the shots were fired from 2 and 3 ft. 
distance. 

On Nov. 7, 1974 the autospy was performed on Mr. Arnold, the identity 
of this victim had been learned from Mr. Bud Mason. He said that in the 
presence of Mr. Mason he performed this autospy, made the usual blood, 
and akoohol tests. He removed one bullit from this victim in the right 
temple area. He gave this slug to Hr. Mason. It was bis opinion that this 
gun shot severed the artery causing death. He sa'd that there were no 
powder burns, iupling that this shot was a distance greater than arms 
length. Hs said that the bullets taken from the victim Bradford was 
given to Sheriff Lynskey. 

Jury was admonished and excused. 

Court recessed 2:35 o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:15 c'clock p.m. 

Jury was returned and stipulated all present. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Dr. Scott. ie asked if the victins 
had any tatoos? He replied that there were around 15 or 20 of them. 


Defendant's Exhibit C(Post Mortem-Bradford) marked and identified. 
Defendant's Exhibit D (Post mortem - Arnold) marked and identified. 
Exhibit No. C offered. 
Objection by Mr. Thomas, not original. 
Dr. Scott stated that the original was sent to Mr. Walker or Sheriff 
Lynskey. Dr. Scott read the illegible part into the record and then 
it was stated that a more legible copy would be substituted. 
Exhibit C admitted. 
Defendant's Exhibit D was offered and admitted. 
The court agreed that the copy could be filed anc a more legible copy 
be substituted. 

Mr. Robinson questioned Dr. Scott as to the mark on the back of 
Mr Bradford! He said that no reference was made to this mark. 

Mr. Thomas re-direct oxamined Dr. Scott. He said that no mention 
was made 5o the makr as it wav iot related to death of victim. 

It wes stipulated thet or. Scott could be excused. 
Defendant's Exhibit E (Reels report) marked. 


Loren Beals, Boise, Idaho was galten, sworn anc direct exanined 
by Mr. Thomas. He said that he works at the St. Alphonsus Hospital and St. 
Luke Hospital, Boise, Idaho as a toxicologist and chemist and has been 
euployed as such since 1970. ə cave nis educational background. He 
seid that he received blood ane urine samples from two victims from an 
autopsy on Nov. 5 and 7, 1974. 

Mp. Kemaklus stated that 
have been ic t 
C and D were * 

It was stipulated t! 

Mr. Thomas continued fon of Mr. Seal. He said 
that when he received the samples on Nov, 97h that he did not know 
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the idenity of the individual, only as #3146. On Nov. 7, 1975 he received 
samples from one identified as Arnold also known as #3147. He said thet 
later he learned that #3146 was Bradford. He related the test made. 

That the alcohol test on Bradford was 0.1) and the one on Arnold was 0.195. 
He found no trace of drugs. There was an indication that considerable 
alcohol beverages had been consumed. 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 51 (blood sample) marked and stipulated admitted. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit No. 52 (blood sample) msrked and stipulated admitted. 
Defendants Exhibit F (Beal Report on Arnold) marked, identified, offered. 
Defendant's Exhibit o (Beal Report on Bradford) marked, identified, offered. 


Mr. Beal said that exhibit F on Arnold showed 0.195 and Exhibit à 
for Bradford showed 6.1) 


Defendant's Exhibit F and G were admitted. 


Dr. Beal said that the tests revealed no drugs, just alcohol. 
It was stipulated Mr. Beal be excused. 


Steven Paul Rivers, Portland, Oregon was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Thomas. He said that he came in contact with the defendant 
in Nov. 1974 when he was traveling across the country from Portland, Ore. 
to Baltimore, Maine. He said that he met the defendant on Interstate 80, 
in Idahc at a rest area. He stopped there and was approached by Carol 
Spaulding, s e asked if her and her boy friend could stay in the oar for 
awhile, as it was very cold and they wanted to warm up. He told them that 
he was on hia way to Salt Lake e and could give them a ride. After 
pe nad been on thé road for a while he wanted a cup of coffee so pulled 
in to Glens Ferry, Idaho. He and Carol Spaulding went in the oafe, but 
the defendant, Creech stayed in the car. They went out and got in the car 
and started out of town they were apprehended by the police. The police 
took the three of them into custody at this time. They were all taken to 
the police station at Glens Ferry and later on transferred to Mountain : 
Home, Idaho, He was asked if he noticed any unasal action of the defendants? © 
He said no just concern at being stopped. ke said that when he pulled over E 
he thought that he was stopped for spot check. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Rivers. He testified that they were 
stopped et approximately 2:00 o'clock a.m, he got his license and his 
registration ready. When he got out of the car he saw two guns pointed at 
them. They were made stand by the car and friskhed, At the time they were 
stopped he was driving, Miss Spaulding was in the middle and Mr. Creech on 
the passenger side of the car. ie got out the drivers side and the other 
two got out the passenger side of the car. They were at the scene of the 
arrest about 15 minutes. They were advised of their rights at the police 
station at Glens Ferry several times. Hə was asked if he was present 
When Miss Spaulding and Mr. Creech was given their rights? He said that 
he didn't remember, He was aske if the polices found eny drugs in his 
car? 

The court said that this matter would be taken up outside the 
presence of the jury. 

Jury admonished and excused. 

The court advised the witness that he was protected by self incrimina- 
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tion. 

The defendant seid that he declined to answer this question. 

Mr. Robinson aaid thet if he wants the fifth amendment right aust 
state in front òf the jury. A t 
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He enid shat n. went to the Sherli^s office and reported a couple, on 
zor, $, u, after ho had heard that a car wes towed in and that e conte 
cf c- dere had been reported. He asked if the cer was a "55 or"S6 Buick? 
er thiaking esout it he called end agve a description to Mr. Maxwell. 
92 lat = went to lock at the car with Sheriff Lynskey, and was sure that 
|» wes ihe same car he hi seon near Lewiston, 2 

Mr. Robinson ‘ross examined Mr. CS sourcing his :^ip to Lewiston, 
¿arto oa Nov. 3, ih. He said tbat ho was ng e CaP up to the top 
C. eue on hiil. ds left Cascade, Ida. around noon for Lewiston. He 
eat a couple wiles 138 es 95 when he saw the car for the first 
ame near the udien Mission, he said that Le is interested in cars and 
ne uc led this one and the people stancing beside the er, by the road. 
„ noticed the girs in the 1 blue coat ani her long blond hair, the 
wn had chin whiskers ind der length hair. He ibed the route he 
tock tack from the top of Lewiston hill. He went of Kamiah and 
3v.pped thero at his sons i» lewn for cofee, y 8:00 p. m., 
saying Sb: v6 about one-heli „er, on to Kooskia Srangeville, joining 
up with U. 3. “hove, using New Meadows. ond time he saw 
the Buiek vas around Slate Creek, Whitebird s this was around 
„-o o'clock p.m, he didn't see at this time, as it was 


dark, ^.^ next time was n the | on #55 - Cougar Mountain Lodges. 
Ho was asked if any other vuals & d the car? Se answered no. He 
said that b- n:..«ed that . had out of state lic plates, and that he 


bad sew & ziy Mu Substiiui3 for a Le 
it usa a blanket hanging in the window, but 
mises ef plywood : s 


8 Y i je. 11, 1975 
5 a. m. 
[A ent as before 


SE E One Hundred Ninety Sixth Day 

The j- was rct- uod and a stipulated all were present. 

Jenn L Stewart. Grangevilio Idaho, was called, sworn and direct 
"xaminod Sy Mo. Rsmaklus 32 said that he is eighteen years of age, and 
orks part tim: x> Mitch il Texaco Station, and was so employed in Nov 3, 
197h. He said that the auto pictured in exhibit 84 was tne oar that came 
indo "ut service station or iv. 3, 197k. They came into the station two 
ess, Tirst or they unte to know if he wanted to bay battery 
CuaPger, <u. he tc.á Ae that L3 had no money to buy one, so they left. Te 
next time they came zu and brought some gas. There was three persons in 
the car, and he deserivod tham, saying that the defendant was one of then. 


Zo az thet 8 was about 7.49 p.m and he rewembered this as it was about 
<= Sime He anid 2% Shere ware beer cans and a sleeping bag in tho 
tae ec 
Y. Pobinso: ob E . 4 Stewart regarding the people in the 
ger. 
He. Remek. poed vui xamin^ó tac witness regard: the defendant, 


and hor he 1s surs he 2c^ognl.ze6d him at this time. 
1 tas stipulated the ness could be excused. 
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Anne Bradley, B30 ie, Idaho, was 
by Mr. Remaklus. She said that she is 
Department of Healtt and Welfare. She 
what her duties consisted of. She was 


tests on objects in connection with this case, 


Mr. Bud Mason, 
has been in her custody at ail times. 


celled, sworn and direct examined 
& criminolist with the Idaho State 
geve her educational back ground anc 
so employed in 1974. She conducted 
These objects she got from 


She said that the envelpe that she received from Mr. Mason 


State's Exhibit 53 (Plastic evnelope containing dried blood - group A) 


rerked, identified, 
State's Exnihit Su (piece 


offered end admitted. 
of cardboard) marked, identifiad, offered and 


WERE eta: “eb aie 


admitted. 
ge e. Bd cross er EO Y Bradley. 

no other knowledge of exhibit No. 53 and 53 sxcept her examination, 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 534 (envelope marked 72 geg, identified, offered 
and admitisd. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit 54A ( envclope marked #1) marked, identified, c.fereé 
and admitted. 

Mr. Robinson re-cross examined. Miss Bradley advised him as to 
which writing on envelope #1 and #2 were here. 

It was stipulated that the witness he excused, 

Jury admonished, 

court recessed 10:01 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:1), a.m. 

Jury Was returned and it was stipulated all present. 


NUM 


She said that she had 


Carol Spaulding, ca_led, sworn and direce examined by Mr. Remaklus. 
She said she is 18 years of age, and is in the Nevada State Prison, and has 
been since May 1975, before that was in the Idaho Sate Penitentiary. 
She said that she is acquainted with the defendant, she met in Fresno, Calif., 
in Spet. 1974. after rie met the defendant in Calif., she traveled with hiu 
for some time, first to Clarkston, Wn, then to Kentucky and then back to 
Lewiston, Idaho. They arrived in Lewiston, Idaho on or about Oct. 30, 197h. 


1 


Taey stayed at a hotel there and at her mothers place ( Martha Spaulding, 
2403 Sth Ave, Lewiston, Idaho) The defendant was with ner at her mothers 
place. She said that they vers there approximately one week. Earley on 


Nov. 3, 197) they were at her mothers. She left there with the defendant 
and started hitch-hiking to Boise. 
The witness at this time requested the court to appoint an atters 
to represent her .n this matter. i 
The jury asked to leave the court room at this time. They were i 
admouished by the court. 1 
The court questioned the witness as to why she wanted en attoroer. 
She said that she might say something that would incriminate heresif. 
She is without funds with which to employ an attorney, bni fiols teat ue " 
should have one to veprosent her. 4 


M Remaklus said that Miss Spaulding is not charges hers and is not : 
& suspect. - 
t". Robinson said tuat he feels that Niss Svaciding should heve osunsel. 5 


ihe court said that the only way th need loga? i 
counsel is {f she could incriminate hersel d 
t. Robinson said i e felt tonat 8 I ag saoul 
have counsel because -f her total invol went. "eviouslys been 

convicced az an essesory ia this case, 


à f cl Stated that this is tmye, 
Mr. Remaklus ace P * Approved: 
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Miss Spaulding has been in the Idaho State peut ier RI and also the 
Nevada Penttensiary on t is conviction. Under 18-301 I.C. thts would 
prohit a second prosecution for same cause, but could be poseability of 
& second offense involved. 

Mr. Robinson made a svatement to the court, he said that many things 
might come to light in this case and feels that Miss Spaulding should be 
repressntea by counsel. 

The court said that ne could see no need to answer any questions on 
any out of State invoivment. 

Mr. Robinson stated that he is sure hat the court is aware of the 
intent of the defense, thet the materiai covered in the — report 
= the basis of defense is that the jefendant did not o the murders 

n Idaho. 

The court saii that he is not in agreement of this in case. He 
asi that be would appoint a local t torney to represent Miss Spaulding, 
but does not want a delay in this trial. 

Mr. Remakius said that he has other witnesses that he can go ahead 
with at this time, 

The court said that ho woud allow Mise Spaulding to be withdrawn 
as a witness and would appoint counsel to represent her. The only issue 
of concern here is self incriminatica oni the only issue to be consulted on. 

The jury was returned and i. was ".ipulated that all were present. 

The court informed the jurors tat he was allowing Miss Spaulding 
to withdvawn as a witness temporar'.y. 


William Sherman Hilt, Glens Ferry, Idaho was called, sworn and 
direct examined by Mr. Thomas. He said that he has re a oity police 
officer for three years and was so on Nov. 8, „ He gave his 
education and back a e cog n : à thet he first case in 
contact with the defendant on Woy. 6; 197%, at approximately 2:00 a.m. 
in the morning. He had stopped at Han afe for coffee break and observed 
two subjects as they came into the cafe. He described the two people, 
identifing Miss Spaulding as oue end Mr. Rivers as th» other, he said that 
he had received a description earlier from Valley County, Idaho and one of 
the descriptions fit Miss Spaulding. He was examined on States Exhibit 2h 
as the maxi coat Misa Spauld was wearing. He said that he went and 
phoned the Elmore County Sheriffs office for a back up unit. He was 
notified that there was no available units, and no Stete unit available 
30 he called officer Menzik at his home and advised hin of the situation. 
He said that he observed the suspects leaving town, headed east, he left 
the cafe and met Officer Menzik at a gas station, snd they went in pursuat 
of the Rivers vehicle. They put on the light and the Rivers car stopped, 
he said thet this car had Maryland plates on it andhe called in for a 
check on 1t. Poth he and Officer “enzik got out of the car with guna 
drawn. They checked out the subjects in the car, making @ pat search of 
gach individis) "e asked thew for identification. Miss spaulding said 
that she didn't have any, the defendant, Creech gave a drivers license, 
bearing the name of John Carl Adams, He said that Officer Menzik advised 
the three suspects that Gar were under arrest for murder, they were 
‘ ken to the patrol car and advised of their rights, and each of the three 
were asked if they "nderstood their rights and each answered in the affirme 


ative. He explainec tho cireumstances to Mr. Rivers. Officer Menzik asked 
Me, Rivers tur pers! sion to look in his esr and was given persission. He 
wnat to the car an iame back with a black purse, and asked who it Longed 


to. Ko one &uswero^. It vas opened and on top was a gum and holster. 
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States exhibit No. 22 was examined and he said that he felt it was the 
same gun found ín the pur He said that Officer Mensik held up the : 
purse so all three could see the gun, but there was no one who aclmowledged 
it. He put the purse back in front of the defendants and made another 
pat searca of the three. Officer Menzik asked Mr. Rivers for permission 
to drive his car into town. They radiced Elmore County for Officer 
to meet them for further investigation of this matter. The three 
persons were put in * e patrol car and taken into the police station. SE, 
They were taken into the station along with the purse that had been found - 
in the Rivers car. He noticed that the ID given by the defendant, Creech 
was not his so advised Mr. Creech of this, Mr. Creech advised him that. 
his name was Tommy Turner, so he contacted Elmore County to make check on 
this. Officer Menzik removed the clip from the gan and one shell fron 
the chamber, had tne subjects Tw their pockets. Defendant Creech had 
more identification for a Joe Car Adams, and he was asked about this, he 
also had four more 22 shells. 
Officer Freeman arrived and he was given any information that they 
h&d. Officer Freeman again advised the threo Suspects of their rights, 
they were handed forms to sign that they understood these rights and they 
were signed by the suspects. A form was handed Mr. Rivers for consent 
to search his car, this was signed and Officer Menzik went out and made 
& search of the car. He found a biue coat that belonged to the defendant 
Creech. This vas observed, along with a levi jacket of Creech and some 
stains, that were believed to be blood stains were found on both Sf the 
jackets. State's Exhibit 447 was identified as the two jackets mentioned 
by Mr. Hill, He said that the purse was checked and a pair of levis a 
tee shirt were taken out by officer Freeman. OSEE 
The three suspects were then transported to ‘fountain Home for further 
investigation. He said that Miss Spaulding and Mr. Creech were taken in 
the back seat of police vehicle. Mr. Rivers rode with hin in the Rivers 
car. When they arrived at Mountain fene a matron did a complete search 
of Miss Spauld + They were met at Mountain Home by Officers Maxwell 
&nd Woodall. 
Jury was admonished, and excused. 
Court recessed 11:17 o'clock a.m. 
Court reconvened 11:30 a.m. 
Jurys returned and it was stipulated all were present. 
Mr. Thomas continued to direct examine Mr. Hill regarding the items “a 
taken from the purse of Miss Spaulding, the pistol, holster, tee shirt, levis 
2 boxes of shells and part of a package of Kool cigarettes. 


d 
R1 


State's Exhibit No. 55(Waiver of rights) marked and identified 
State's Exhibit No. 56 (copy of statement, beginning with page 2) marked 
and iden ified. 

He said that while the defendant Creesh was giving his statment he 
appeared normal, maybe a little nervouse, but not under theinfluence of 
any drug or anything. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. 111 regarding his written report 
of this arrest. He said that the report was written over the next two 
Says after the arrest of the parties on Nov. 3, 197i. He stated that the 
Suspects were arres ed approximately, 24 &.5. arriving at the Glens 
90 a.m. they were ther until about 

ho, arriving there at about 
iissioners room with all three 


Ferry plioe station et approximst 
4:15 a.m. then went to Mountain 
Us am.. They went directly 
of the suspects and the confis 
Mp Menzik until Miss 


ZI y, and remained there with 
taken Approve room and Mr. Creech was 
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there with Officer Freeman and was examined for about 15 or 20 mimites. 
He was taken down stairs and Miss Spaulding was brought in and ‘was 
questioned for approximately 20 or 30 minutes. Miss Spaulding was taken 
back down stairs and Mr. Creech was brought back to the room. This was 
approximately 7:00 o'clock a.m.. Mr. Creech was questioned this time for 
about 30 minutes, present at this time was the defendant, Creech, Mr. 
Winters, Mr. Freeman and himself. The cefendant was then taken down 
stairs and a complete search was made anc ne was put in coveralls. Miss 
Spaulding was taken back up stairs for seerch by matron. The Mr. Rivers 
WES questioned for approximately 20 to 30 minutes by Mr. 
Rivers gave a written statement to Officer Freeman. è 

They then went out for breakfas$, this was appr tely 9:00 a.m. 
The defendant Creech and Miss Spauling were in cells at the Plice station. 
About 10:30 they went back to the jury room, where all tle items were held 
and more questioning of Miss Spaulding. He was present during this 
session, He described the actions of Miss Spaulüing, she was very unruly 
and used mach profanity during the conversation. ^ 

Ee said that he has been a police officer for about three years and 
has had the opportunity to see people thet have been on drugs. He was 
asked 1? he felt that Miss Spaulding was acting normal? Be answered that 
she wasn't behaving normally in this situation, but when she was at the 
Police station at Glens Ferry she acted only as if she was scared, but once 
at Mountain Home begain using ali kinds of foul , He said that 
the cuesbioning of Miss 8 ding this time ended t 11:00 a.m. Bhe 


. Mr. 


„ Was chen taken back to hér cell and he did not see her again. 


.» ie said that he was present when Mr. Creech was brought back at 


Ne was asked if the actions of Miss Spaulding here today were the 

tions were similer but that 
Qoo cb 

ied, offered 

objected to th. 


te., Me. Robinson continued examination of Mr, Hill regarding page B and 9 
* of he report regarding the statement of Mias Spaulding that Mr. Creech 


"has said that a pocket knife had been held te his throat? Officer Hill 


seid that Mr. Creech did not say thia by that Mise Spaulding had made 
this remark. 


í He was asked if there was anyother incorrect statements in the reports 
He said thet there were not tonis knowlecze. 


Defendant's Exhibit H was re-offered and admitted, 

Jury was admonished and excused for lunci, 

Court recessed 12:05 p.m. 

Court reconvened 1:30 p.n. 

Jury was returne and it wns atipula ted all were present. 

Mp. Robinson continued cross exaainktion of Mr. Hill. He said that 
he was not pz zent during all the examinations of Xv. Creech. He said 
that at the questioning at 2:00 p.m. that afternoon he was not present 
at all times. He thougi ell and Mr. Woodall were there. 
This session lasted ai ie was asked What type of questions 
were asked in the fountain Home? He said that it was 
generally where he h his arrest, route of travel and ‘that 
had occured at r I He said that Me. Greech had said that 
their transportation hac 1 0 had wi 38 
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Spaulding as a companion. He said that Creech didn't remember any dates 
or who he got rides with. He was being questioned under the name of : 
Tommy Turner at the beginning, but by the time they sterted questioning 
Mise Spaulding they Imew that his name was Thomas Creech, he said that 

he does not know how this identification was learned, but by 2:00 p.m. 
they knew that the one suspects name was Thomas Creech. He said 4 
they also questioned Miss Apaulcing as to where they had been prior 

the arrest and the metho of travel and the route, He said that tare was 
a diffent route of travel given by Miss Spaulding than of Creech. 

siad that Creech said that they left Lewiston, Idaho and went out of the 
State through Oregon, but that Miss Spaulding said that they came througa 
Idaho on highway 755 by Grangeville, New Meadows and MeCall. 

He was asked about a written stacenent by Miss Spaulding. He said 
that he did not know anything about this. 

Ee saic that the statement of Mr. Creech between 2:00 p.m. and 
4:00 p.m. was questioning by Mr. Woodall, and Mr. Creech answered these 
questions and Mr. Woodall wrote these down. ke said that Officer Woodall 
couldn't keep up with all the writing sometimes and these things were 
repeated. He said that the answeres were freely given by Mr. Creech 
dur ing this period. after the questioning was finished, Mr. Woodall and 
Mr. Creech went over the written state-ent and made corrections and these 
corrections were initdaled by Mr. Cre.ch and statement was signed at 
bottom of each page by the defendant. After this time the endant, 
Creech was taken back to his cell. 

He said that he helped load some of the evidence then went back to 
Glens Ferry. He did not know if Miss Spaulding was questioned after 
4:00 p.m. or not. Ho was not present in the room at the time that the 
defendant stated that "He needed help", but had been told that he had 
said this. He said that he uas not present in the room when the first 
page of the statment was taken from the defendant Creech, but was there 
when Lt was signed. He said that the printing was done by Mr. Woodall. 

There was no re direct by Mr. Thomas. 

Witness was excused. 


ii 


George M, enz ik, Glens Perry, Idano was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus. e said that he is a pol iM cfficer for 
Sheriffs Office in Elmore County. That on Nov. 6, 197) he was a police 
officer for Glens Ferry, Idaho. He was cal led fron his home by Officer 
Hill to assist him in the arrest of three persons on Nov. &, 1975. He 
told how he met Officer Hill and they wont in pursuat of a car going 
down first street, that they stopped thea on the highway corner, by 
turning on the police car lights. The car was an Oldsmobile, white top 
and dark bottom., He said that he cot out of the car, he was holding a 


leaded shot gun, he was using the do a shield as he got out of the 
car. He said that the dri or, i zot out cf the car and he had 
him place bands on head and zen had him lean against the car with his 

hands on top of the Rivers car. r. Rivers was pointed out in the court 


He said that Carol Spaulding got 
out and she was placed with h n top of River car, then the defendant 
Greeck got out, sreech was pointed out by the witness. Record will 
show that the w indicated Mr. Creech, defendant at this trial. 

He said thet Officer Hill made a pat search of the three suspects. Ze 
said that the defendant Creech wes dressed in levi jacket, gray shirt and 
pants. Miss Spaulding jn a long dark maxi coat with a hood. He said 
that the threo suspects s i in the back of the pare — this 
back seat is cepa ;Apptóted: screen. 1 got 


ZA me front seat. fficer 52 


room as having testified here v 


1 
l 
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Suspects. Officer Hill read the Miranda warning to the three suspects. 
said that he then asked Mr. Rivers if he could look in his car and was 
3 Phat he could. on the front seat on the floor he found a black hand 
Ee asked who it belonged to, but received no answer, except that 
rs said that it was not his. He opened the bag and on the top was 
ol. No ne would say who this belonged to. Another pat search was 
of the three people. Fe said that he handcuffed the defendant, Creech 
Miss Spaulding and put them ín the patrol car. 
E He was asked if any of the three persons responded when given their 
ts, and then asked if they understood them? He said that all three 
d sred yes, and that they understood the rights given to them. 
EC He then asked Mr. Rivers if he could drive his car into town and 
I$ said that Mr. Rivers hesitatsd, but then told him to go ahead, so the 
© suspects were taken by patrol cer, by Office: Hill to the Glens Ferry 
ce Station, and he followed them in the Rivers ssr. They arrived at 
police station about 2:15 a.m.. The three were taken into the statior 
he noticed tue identification given to Officer Hill by Creech on the 
table and that the picture was not Creech, and this identification was for 
& Joe Carl Adams. He got a consent from Mr. Rivers to search his car, this 
 eonsent was in writing. 
Zi Officer Freeman arrived abort 3:0 a.m.. He also gave the miranda 
1 ts to the three suspects and had thom sign a form that they uaders tood 
se rights and had waived the right to Lave an attorney! present. 
: He said that he went out to search Rivers car and fonnd a pillow, 
ing bag, a coat( a peacoat type). He examined Exhibit #47 and said 
this was the jacket, also marked Q31. He examined a levi jacket 
and said that this was the jacket that Creech was wearing when arrested. 
examined Exhibit #25 and said that this was the black bag taken from the 
s car. Said that exhibits 22 and 23 lobked like the gun and holster 
1 from the black bag. He said that he removed the clip and a shell 
the chamber of this cun. 
ibit No. 254 he said were two boxes o: 22 shelis taken from purse at 
police station. à 
.He said that he had a conversation with Mr. Rivers. He said that he 
§ approached at a rest stop by Carol Spaulding and ashea him if she and 
boy friend could sit in the car out of cold. He said in talking that 
learned they were all headed basically the same direction, so he offered i 
a ride. They stopped at Glens Ferry for a cup of coffee, just he and 
f the car, for coffee. 
t$ he anc n tiger Freeman took Carol Spaulding and Mr. 
ch to Mountain Home. ‘That the two suspects were in the back seat of 
car and they did talk among themselves, but that he couldn't over hear 
of the conversation. e told what happened when they reach Mountain 


„ He said that when they reached Mountain Home, Mr. Creech was taken 
teirs st the Sheriff office to a conference room, and Miss Spaulding 
7 Mr. Rivers were taken downstairs. At that time the defendant, Creech 


* referred to as Tommy Turner, as after noticing the ID at Glens Ferry 
Was not his, he av, them tne nams Tommy Turner, his nane of Creech was 
learned until later in the day. 


E He said tħ t after helpin; transport the three suspects to Mountain 
E eme, he stayed there until approximately 13:09 a.m. and returned to 
(ee. 8 Ferry. 
"5 int Ee explained the epresrance sna actions or the defendant when he was 
I @topped. He said thet he was quiet and spoke low and answered questions. 


Approved: x 
& 2 : 
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the Gl Ferry Police Station he appeared normal, a little nervous, 

hair was messed up and ejes were blood shot. At both Glens Ferry and 

tain H he sat still and answered the questions put to him. On the 

| to i in Home he and Miss Spaulding carried on a conversation, but 

did og hear any of it. He said that he did not give any of the mivanda 
ng $ witnessed both ir Hill and Mr. Freeman when they did. At each 

y Mee of the suspects said that they understood the warning and 

aived the rights, also saw them sign the waiver of rights. 


Mr. Reneklus removed State's Exhibit No. 2. 


Sis 


8 
Ete ‘offered and admitted. 
2 State's Exhibit 57 reac into the records by Mr. Remaklus. 
Jury admonished 
Court recessed 2:37 o'clock p.m. 
Court reconvened 2:48 o'clock p.m. 
ourt said that the records here will show that Exhibit #2 from 


tho ion hearing is marked in fi this trial #57. 
: It stipulated between counsel that . Walker could be excused. 
Mr. ell had to return to Cascade, Idaho and will return into 


. court on Wednesday. 
SC Wors were returned and it was stipulated all were present. 
r. Robinson cross examined Mr. Menzik as to the conduct of the 
defendant ad Miss Spaulding when arrested. He stated both were normal 
y e a little nervouse. He said that the defendant, Creeoh and 
ng talked on the way o Mountain Home, but he couldn't hear what 


lated what hep ened when they arrived at Mountain Home. Ëe 
Mountain Home, iss Spaulding three s temper tantrum, calling 

8, because she wanted s cigarette, and wasn't given one. 

t he returné? to Glens Ferry sround 10:00 a.m. and had no further 
this matter until Oct. 3, 1975 

ther questions. 

as stipulated that this witness coulo be excused. 

Eos Freeman, “Mountain J Idaho was called, sworn an? direct 

examined By r. Remaklus. t . dective for Elmore County, 

and has m for past four y craining and expterences. 

“He was so em>loyed on Nov. " ountain Hone. He was 

@alled to Glens Ferry on Nov 3:12 a.n., to assist 

a Glens Ferry Police. 1. and went to the 


Station, t ant, Creech and 
uX$ne and ir 
ch as one 


hi 
in 
d 


— 


the defendant, 
6 He was 
were present. He 


ane nane 


& 
ps 
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State's Exhibit #58 (copy of inventory) marked and admitted. 

He said that all the items mentioned on exhibit 58 were gathered by him and 
turned over to Jim Maxwell, except the two boxes of 22 shells. 

He examined exhibit 25A, 22 and 23, he said that there are some items on 
exhibit 58 that have not yet been mentioned in this trial. He said that 
the bag of Miss Spauldings was delivered to Jim Maxwell, with all the 
contents in it. 

After giving the suspects there rights at Glens Perry he questioned 
the defendant why he used the name Tom Turner, where he lived. He also 
asked Mr. Rivers as to his residence. 

The three suspects were then transported to Mountain Home, he was 
in the orr with Mr. Creech and Miss Spaulding. Mr. Rivers rode in his car 
with Mr. Hill. He s aid on the rife to Mountain Home that the defendant 
" and Miss Spaulding carried on a normal conversation, but he could not hear 
| What they said. He said that they arrived at Mountain Home approximately 
|. 5300 a.m., the items taken from the suspects were in the trunk of the car. 
The Suspects were taken into the courthouse and the items in the car 
trunk. Mr. Creech was taken to the first floow for questioning, along with 
the items taken. Mr. Rivers and Miss Spaulding were taken downstairs. 

He talked with Mr. Creech, Xr. Hill was present at this time. 

Jury excused at this time and admonished by the court, 

t; . The court said that he would like a brief Summary what this statment 
of Mr. Creech consisted of by this witness.. 

Mr. Bemaklus seid that this statement was marked Exhibit D at the 
Suppression Hearing on Oct. 3, 1975. That this statement concerned where 
defendant had been. 

Tue court asked Mr. Robinson if he agreed to this report. 

Me. Robinson said that this was ye paragraphs not testified 
to on Oct. 3, 1975 not to be given, but fully expexts that this entire 
report will be aduitted later. 

The court said that this will be rulecoun at a later date. 

Court recessed Ae o'clock p.m. 

Court reconvened 4:10 o'clock p.m. 

The court suggested that any further foundation for the statement 
by Mr. Freeman would be the same issues given on Oct, 3, 1975, 1f the court 
could consider the testimony given at that time on this issue. 

It was so stipulated. 

Mr. Remaklus continue? to exauine Mr. Freeman and he said that 
the basic questioning in Mountain Home was pertaining to where he had been 
that week of Nov. 8, 197) and the rides that Mr. Creech had obtained and 


with who if he neu. He said that he was not present during the questioning 


of Mr. Creech in the afternoon at “Mountain Home. He didn't see him again 
until they were preparing to transport Mr. Creech back to Velley County. 

Mr. Robinson objected to any statement that was in the Motion to 
Suppress Hearing Oct. 3, 1975. 

The court seid that it can consider this issue in the Motion to 
Suppress, and the exhibit #55, this statement is confidential it was 
voluntarily made after the cerendent was given his rights, that page 1 of 
ex. 55 and page 2 of ex. 56 s5111 contain objectional material. He said 
that he didn't want this exhibit to go to the jury until it had been taken 
out, and does not want this read into the record in its entirity now. 

Jury was returned and it was s tipulated all was present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued i un 
at Mouncain Home and was w tol 
said that he had been in: 
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ho, going by way of Oregon. He stayed in Boise, Idaho with 


[said that the actions of defendant at Glens Ferry were normal, he 
is, as people are who have been arrested, eyes were blood shot, 
talk alot, but answered any questions put to him, these actions 
me on the rice to Mountain Home, he and Miss Spaulding talked 
the back of the patrol car, no loud noises, it was dark so ho 
any facial features. When he saw the defendant at Mountain 
: wed to be a little more nervouse but actions were the same. 
Robinson cross examined Mr. Freeman. He said that he had a 
on with both the defendant, Creech and Miss Spaulding and this 
in the morning hours, also had a short talk with the defendant 


Azik and Mr. Hill, shortly after that he return to courthouse and 
an hour session with Carol Spaulding, present at this hearing was 
» Mr. Maxwell and Mr. Hill was present part of the time, He 
he — 2" KC and the days happenings to a report on the 
» Nov. 9, " 
Robinson said that he was finished with his cross examination, 
that this witness remain for call on defendants case. 

Remaklus said that his next witness would take considerable tim 
the court if it wanted to recess at this time. 
le court said that they would proceed now. 
ley Woodall, Post Falls, Idaho, called, sworn and direc’ examined 
us. He said that he is an Investigator for State of Idaho, 
ur Enforcement and has been for «wo years. He gave his expierence 
on in this work. He said that his duty for the State was to 
liquor laws and to aid and assist any crimir-* investigation 
lp was requested. On Nov. 5, 1°7 he was employed in the area 
cade, Idaho. He was called, to ein Sheriff Lens in a homicide 
He-went to highway #55, 1 mile south of Donnelly, Idaho, he 
e about 8:30 p.m., at the scene was w. Maxwell, Sheriff Lenskey, 
coroner and Mr, Remaklus.. "e said that there was an area roped off 
t side of the highway, the car lights of the Sheriff's car was 
d at a barrow pit. He looked in this barrow pit and there was a 
| bag and a blanket, under each of these were bodies of two male 


T's Exhibit 14 (Photo) marked and identified. 

is Exhibit 18 (Photo) marked aná identified. 

's Exhibit 10 (Photo) marked and identified. 

Ia Exhibit 1G (Photo) marked anc identified. 

Eis Exhibit 1J (Photo) marked and identified. 

arrival at the scene he inspected the bodies and gathered itema 
"beiieve3 to be evidence, he put these items in plastic bags aad 

4 these. He helped £o make a sketch of the area. 

3 (sketched area at scene of crime) marked and identified. 

3A ( enlarged sketch of ex. 3) mar.ed and identified. 

ll said that the weather that ní; sold and overcast. He 

area between 11:00 o'clock and 

tems gatheres at the scene of the 

eco of asphal i 


t was niece of plastic, 
1@ of accident the next 
‘dec allnight, he took 


about one ncour there 


in Home before he went to breakfast with Sheriff Winters, Mr. Rivers, 
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then went on to Donnelly, idaho to interview some people there. The next 
two 8 were spent interviewing people in MoCall, New Meadows and 
Exhibit 28 and Exhibit 28A (photos of car) were identified. He said that 
he also went to an area south of Cascade where he recovered some papers from 
a river bank, this vas close to mile post u. On Nov. 8, 19 he vent to as 
Mountain Home. n. 

Jury admonished. 

The court explained that there would be a two day recess as the next 
two days, Sunday gnd Monday (which is a holiday) ie non judicial days and 
the courts are not allowed to operate. 

Court recessed 1:58 p.m. 

SEVENTH DAY Lu 
Oct. 1h, we : 
One Hundred Ninety Seventh Day — 
9:07 o'clock a.m. : 
Present as before 


The court said that Miss Spaulding had claimed immunity and requested 
that the court appoint an attorney to represent her, and the court has 
appointed Mr. Boyd. Mr. Boyd is present in court at this time with Miss 
Spaulding. This requires that the State state what testimony thet they 
plan to ask of Miss Spauldin g so Mr. Boyd can be advised. ` 

Mr, Remaklus said that he had provided Mr. Boyd with a taped interview 
at the State Penitentiary at Boise , Ba Maxwell, as well as to a hearing 
he and Mr. Thomas had with Miss Spauld Kë the Nevada State Penitentiary, 
also to the transcript of the plea of Guilty by iss Spaulding, to the 
charge that she is in prison for at this time. This is the area that will 
be questioned. : 

1 The court asked the amount of testimony that the state is going to 
ei 

Mr. Rewaklus siad that he will go over this as soon as he gets the P 
transoript. ES 

Mr, Boyd said that he has received the transcript. It is the position : 
of Miss Spaulding that she is entitled to the priviledge of self incr: tion. 
If this transcript is any indication they take the position that this is 
privledged, and he is prepared to make a showing as to this. 

The court said that it meant to limit them to the scope of the 
testimony, it is the position of the witness to make a showing and so doing 
that they can't incriminate themself, but they must make a showing. i 

Mr. Boyd said that he intended to make a showing through oral argumsnt < 
to the court. He understands that the court has been furnished this £ 
information thru a pre trial memorandum 

He alleges that the witness traveled with the defendant to Glens 
Perry. That they obtained gas without paying for it, regarding the stolen 
battery charger, the series of events at Glens Perry, snd Lewiston, of 
a robbery of a 7-11 store, does not want to testify as there is enough facts 
that the State might bring charges for either a misdemeanor or a felony, if 
it is possible Carol Spaulding claims the privledge to any series of events 
that can link her to the crimes of the defendant, Thomas Creech. Carol 
Spaulding has entered a plea of Guilty to the crime of Accessory. but does 
not want to put herself in the position of double jeopardy, they can't take 
the chance that the Idaho Supreme Court is not the contro.iing law. 

The court sai^ that the question on the last point referring that 
she may be sn accessory after the fact, not the principal, she may still be 


prosecuted for this. : 
Mp. Boyd said that tne court is en SY D x 3 a&aocount, 


„% pages. Ett 


Kee 


\ 
3 v. 
SC? BUGENE CREECH 
| THOMAS —" Get, 6, 1975- 


' and the arrest at Glens Ferry. The witness is not limited to testimony 


FECERO TTC Pepe 5 


. position here míght be that opge she has given this testimony and layed out 


Oo O) 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE ° 


COURT MINUTES 


PERE OP IDARO; Plaintiff ) Docket No. 97001 1. 


( 5 
Mr. Robinson stated that he intends to show various crimes against 


Mr. Boyd said that they will claim the privledge against seif- 
inerimination. 

Mr. Robinson said that he did contact Mr. Boyd and told him that he 
would make his entire file open for hin to look at, they made a tentative 
appointment but Mr. Boyd has not made himself available as yet. He does 
intend to call Carol Spaulding as a defense witness. 

Mr. Thomas made statement to the court he said that they plen to 
limit their direct examination to the two murders near Donnelly, Idaho 


she hes already testified to, so not entitled to the privledge and cannot 
ineriminate herself, she hes testified to the information sought. 
The court said that the privledge tends not only direct information 
for incrimination but information that might lead to the incrimination of 
e eg? e She is placed directly at the crime this could be incriminating, 
Mr. Thomas made a statment to the court the court knows what the 
pte testimony was so can fortell what the testimony here will be. 
can't be compelled to reveal testimony. Mr. Thomas said that the 


the facts, these facts having been stated under oath that she was not 
involved. in these crimes that this would have taken care of this. 
"The court said that testimony given under oath does not constitute 


a waiver. 
Me. Boyd asked if ¿t was the contention of the State that there was . 
some of waiver in former testimony. He said that he hes not seen the E 
i so is not prepared to argue this at this hearing. It is his 4 
understanding that former testimony is not a waiver. : 
The court said that the Guilty plea to Accessory considered a waiver 


there. He will sustain the priviledge unless the State is prepared to grant 


1 
. i 
. Thomas said that he would like to order Miss Spaulding to testify _ 
under the grant of imunity 

Mp. Boyd asked if the State was proceeding under 1114 or 1115? 

E The court said that if Miss Spaulding was in agi sement they would 
proceed under 1111. } 

Mr. Boyd said that there was no agreement with the State on behalf 
of his client so would be proceeding under 1115. 

Mr. Thomas agreed that this was correct. 

The court said that he would like to get the waiver question resolved 
before proceeding. 

Mr. Boyd said that he would like to see tne transcript first. 

The court asked when this would be? 

Mr. Thomas said that withing the next couple daya. 

Mr. Boyd said thet he can be prepared as far as briefing today. 

The court said that he didn't need a transcript for briefing so can 
come in after evening recess ‘tonight. 

Mp. Boyd agreed to this. 

Ths court stated that if it 1s ceteomined as a matier of law this 
has been waiver, this would conclude the matter, if not sue State could 
nake an agreement for immunity, so the court sees no reason why thir should 
not be granted, and the court would order Approved: Aer to tif 
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the court can tell, Miss Spaulding will be required to testify. 
Jury returned and it was stipulated all present. 


Mr. Remaklus continued to direct examine Mr. Woodall. He said hat 
he went to Mountain Home on Nov. 8, 1974 with Jim Maxwell, árriv abgut 


» 
Winters, He was taken upstairs in the Sheriffa.office the Box 
Commissioners room where the items taken from the three Suspects were, he 
exanined these things. He also interviewed Carol Spaulding in this room. 
He wes examined on ibits 22 and 23 the gun and holster, ex. 2h coat, 
ex. 25, black bag, ex. 25A two boxes of shells, Ex. l1 10.shells, Q30 
levi jacket. of Mr. Creech, Q 31 a blue coat, these items were identified 
by Mr. Woodall. 

The record will show that Q30, Q31, Q25 are all part of trial ex. l7, 
along with the following items. 

Q28 gray shirt, identified. 

Q25 gray trousers, identified 

Q32 and Q33 socks, identified 

Q26 and Q27 2 shoes, identified 

Q29 Belt, identified. 

He said that after he checked the Physical evidence he interviewed Miss 
Spaulding, present at thís interview was himself, Carol 3 Mr. Hill 
part of the time and Mr. Freeman part of the time and Mr. Maxwell. During 
this pem Miss Spaulding related direction of travel and places they 
s and incidents that happened. He said that this interview was about 
10:60 a.m. on Nov. 8, 1974, he said that he had no other conversation up 

; to that time or the rest of the day. He said that Miss Spaulding told him 
she ceme from Lewiston and they had gotten a ride with two men, go: 

through Grangeville, down the ghway to McCall, she was with the d endant, 
She said that Tom (deft) shot those guys, she ran from the car and he told 
her to come back or he would shoot her too. She identified the car as one 
she and Tom had gotten a ride in. Sher referred to the placs where Tom 
shot the 2 guys and put the bodies in a ditch, they got in the car and 
prooeeded towards Boise, the car ran out of gas. They slept in the car 
for awhile and ther tried to push the car in tne river. They went on to 
Boise for two days after that, he said that they had stayed with some 

man in Boise, when they left they got a ride. 

After the interview Miss Spaulding was taken down stairs to her cell. 
E; said that he then went to lunch and awaited the arraignment proceedings 
for Miss Spaulding, he appeared with Miss Spaulding. 

At about 1:30 p.m.he went to the police station in Mountain Home, he 
was with Mr. Mexwell, Mr. Hill. 

Jury admonished 

Court recessed 10:05 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:15 a.m, 

Mr. Remaklus continued to oxamine Mr. Woodall. He said that he was 
at the cell where the defendant was an. took the defendant to the office in 
the police station, this was about 2:00 p.m., Mr. Maxwell, Mr, Hill, the 
defendant and himself was present, The first thing tuat he did waa give 
the miranda warning to the defendant. Mr. ioodall read the miranda warning 
to the jury. He asked the cefendant if he understood his rights and if he 
wanted to talk to them. The defendant said that hs understocd his rights 
and that he was willing to talk to them. 

Plaintiff's Exhibit #55 ( Notification of rights, copy of statement time) 
identified, offered and admitted. Approved: 
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Mr. Remaklus read Exhibit #55 into the records. 

After the defendant signed the waiver of rights La took the form and 
filled out the top of the voluntary statment (State's E-“ibit #56), and 
started to interview, he said that at the beginning of «e interview that 
Tom Creech said "I did it, I did it" this was a spontaneous statement. He 
desoribered the appearance of the defendant when the statement teken. At 
the beginning he started out asking questions, but after a time the deSendant 
was talking so fast that he had to get him to slow down so he could write 
it down. He said that during this statement the defendant looked tired and E^ 
was nervous, had blood shot eyes. After the statement vas finished they went 
back to the first page made necessary corrections and had the defendant put 
his initals on each correction and each page was signed at the bottom by 
the defendant, this proceedure was carried out through out the entire seven 
pages of the statement. After this was finished the statement was witnessed 
by himself and Mr. Hill. The statement was hand printed by him, but the 
initials were put on by Mr. Creech. 

Plaintiff's Exhibit 56 (statement) marked, identified, offered. 

Mr. Robinson objected, he pem argument. This objection was 

basically covered in the Suppression Hearing. H 
e court said the exhibit would be admitted except for the objections 
ruled on of Mr. Robinsons, as to page 5 a portion of page 4. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit #56 admitted except for delet'ons ordered by court. E 
The court said that the records will show that th. court = added brackets 
in red pen end written word "end" where statement is to atop. 928 


Mr. Remaklus continued to question Mr. Woodall? He said in answers 
to questions that the printed matter at the top of pages were read to the 
defendant before the statement. This printed matter was read into the 
record al with the portion of the statement admitted by the court. 

Mr. Woodall stated that after taking the statement the defendant was 
returned to the cell, a couple of hours later was taken before the Magistrate 
Court for arraignment proceedings. After that the defendant and Carol 
Spaulding was transported back to Valley County, by Mr. Mason, Mr. Maxwell, 
end himself. 

He seid that when the defendant appesreó befosrstne Magistrate ne 
was read his rights again. 


State's Exhibit No. 59 (copy Miranda Warning given deft.) marked, identified 
offered and alete was witdraw and Mr. Remaklue stated that this had 
not been submitted to r. iobinson before the trial. 

My. Robinson 9b fected. 

My. Remaklus withdrew his offer to withdraw. 


State's Exhioit #59 Admitted, 


Exhibit No. 59 read into the records. 
He saic that the defendant, Miss Jpaulding and all the items taken were 
transported back the county car. 
Jury admonishe 
Court recense: 


all present. 
ng r. wWoodall 
26 and admitted. 


Jury returred 1: 
Mr. Remaklus co 
State's Exhibits 1 
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Plaintiffs Exhibits #22 and $23 was offered and admitted, 

Plaintiff's Exhibit za (Q17) vas offered and admitted, 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #25 was offered and «dmitted. 

Plaintiff's Exhibit #254 was offered and admitted. 

Plaintiffe Exhibit #41 was offered and admitted. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #42, #43 FL and #45 was offered and refused. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #46 (Q5) offered and admitted 

Fisintiffe Exhibit suf ( Q25, Q26, Q27, 8, Q29, Go, Q31, Q32, and Q33) 
en ed. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #48 (Q6) offered and admitted. 

Plaintiffs Exhibit #60 (copy of F.B.I. report 12/3/74) marked, identified, 

offered and admitted. 

It was stipulated between counsel for the plaintiff and counsel for 
the defendant that #017 thru Qh9 may be considered part of Plaintiff's 
Exhibit #47. 

The court said that it would be so stipulated, 

Mr. Remaklus continued to question Hr. Woodall, He asked him to check 


E 
3 


Mr..Hobinson cross examined Mr. Woodall regarding his activities on 
Nov. 8, 197L? He said that he arrived in Mountain Home about 8:30 a.m. 
and met with Mr. Maxwell, Mr. P-eeman, Mr. Hill and Paul Rivers at the 
ElRancho Cafe for breakfast, thess person were all lew officers except 
Mr. Rivers, There he was given information about this case t 
defendant and Mise Spaulding, He first saw Miss Spaulding at the 
Counts Courthouse, where he went to look at the items collected as exhibits. 
He described the behaviour of M,ss Spaulding at that time, as loud nesty 
talking and angry. He began questioning M4as Spaulding about 10:00 a.m, : 
present at that time was Miss Spaulding, Mr. Maxwell, Mr. Hill and himself. E 
This session lasted approximately one hour, He said that Carol Spuul dings 
attitude during this seasíon was belligerent, foul t „ very snllen 
attitude, making derogatory statements to police officers. He said that 
he would not consider that she was under the influence of any drugs at 
that time, her speech was clear and she walked without any trouble, she 
sat in her chair wi her feet up and her head down. She was asked if ere 
understood the questions and she would nod her head Yes. After about 
S or 10 minutes she sat up and talked to tham, she told them where she 
lived, about her mother, thet she had ran away from home and where she met 
the defendant, Mr. Creech. That she met Mr, Creec at a carnival in Fresno, 
Salio niu., She said that she had been with the defendant about 2 months. 
She kept asking for a cigarette, when she was refused she would get sullen, 
She never asked for any ¿rugs or medical aid, She was questioned if he 
was on drugs end she answered that she was not, 

He was asked what method of Ques tioning hi" been used before Carol 
spauldinge came forth with the information abaut che death of Bradfor and 
Arnold? 

He ssid that he first made sure that Miss Spaulding understood hier 
rights, she was told that she could weve an attorney present, and when. ` 
told this she said Tom shot those guys., He said that he was not present 
during the entire questioning of Miss Speulding. 

He was asked if the sta:ement of Miss Spaulding was sver reduced to 
writing? He said thet he had not did so. That Mr. Hill had included it 


as part of his report. Approved 


Page 3? —— pages. — 
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(CONTINUED) 


reacted if she had been. He said that sho hung he" head and cried some, ` 
did identify some of them. 
The jury was admonished. 
Court recessed 12:92 p.m.. 5 
Court reconvened 1:30 p.m.. a 
Jury was returned and it was stipulated that all were present. 1 
Mr, Robinson continued to cross examine Mr. Woodall as to his i 
qualifications to investigate matters like this. He said that he has "a 
served many communities, has been on the police force and also was chief 
of police, he is nov & detective for the Dept. of Law Enforcement for the 1 
| 
j 
1 


3 
He was asked if Miss Spaulding had beer shown pho*ographs and how she | 
j 


State of Idaho., nas 3 many persons in investigations. He war 
asked how many of these tell untrue stories at the time of question- 
ing? Mr. Woodall said that” some have told untrue stories, but alot o? 
them return and tell that what they had told before wae an untruth. He 
was asked what his opinion was regarding the statement given by Miss 
Spaulding? He said that the first an minutes of questioning of Miss Spaul ding 
her attitude was belligerent, talking vulgar, sullen attitude, but did 
respond to the questioning. ` 
He said that he can’t recall any direct line of questioning to get 
the route of travel of Spaulding and Creeh, just asked questions, He DU 
said that he knows nothing about a written report of the statement of 
Carol Spaulding, other that what was in Mr. Hills report. The questioning 
was not taped. She said very little during the first five minutes of 
questioning, but then opened up and really started to talk and tell what d 
took place. When she started to tell about the deaths of the two men she 3 
would talk then pause, He said that she and Mr. Creech had been in : | 
Lewiston with her mother, then they went towerd Boise, Idaho, getting a 
ride with two men in a car, while with the 2 aan they stopped to drink 
anes the y SR bey hee d Lett Boise they got a ride with these two men, ] 
Arnold and Bradf drank while enroute, and one of them made advances ` 
twards her and she ne Cod 1d loa Cresch about this. When they stopped the oar d 
for her to go to the restroom, Tom shot those two men, she started to run, 
but Tom Creech told her to come back or he would shoot her too, they put i 
the men in the ditch and covered them up. They then got in the car and 
drove on, they stopped awhile and slept in the car for a while. They went | 
on and the car ran out of gas, they then tried to push the car over the 
bank into the river, but couldn't. | 
Mr. Robinson asked if Miss Spaulding had mentioned the fact that one | 
of the men had held a knife at Mr, Creech!s throat? i 
Mr. Woodall said that she had mentioned that Wayne had knife at | 
Toms throat. 
Mr. Robinson asked if he had falt at the time that Miss Spaulding | 
was questioned if the statement had been rehearsed? { 
Mr. Remaklus objected, no proper foundation. | 
Overruled. 
Mr. Woodal said that he does not remember, but felt at the time 
that it might have been a made up story, but not sure that he made any | 
statement to this effect. 4 
He was asked if he ned related to Mr. Creech, what Carol | 
Spauiding red related in her statement? Woodall said that ne had not. 
Ha suid that the voluntary statement of Nr. Creech began about 
2200 p. m.. He was asked if Mr, Cresch had been questioned before the 
voluntary statment began? Mr. Woodall said that there vere no questions 
before the statement was given. e 


. 
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He said that the first thing before any statment was taken, the defendant 
was given his rights. Up until this time the defendant had given no . 
information of the circumstances, There had been no previous session 
with Mr. Creech, the only information he had on this matter was gathered 
from other officers.. He said that the officers learned the defendants 
identity as Thomas Eugene Creech, before that time they thought that his 
name was Tom Turner, The voluntary statement was taken under the naue 
of Creech. He said that after the questioning had started the defendant, 
Creech broke in in a crying véies saying "I did it, I did Bag I did it." 
He did not seem to be under the influence of any rg E 
at the time, vas hair messed up, blood shot eyes, his 
and unkempt clothing, but he felt this was y naturai under the Wes 
&nd the fact that the defendant had not had any sleep for about the hours, .- 
Mr, Robinson asked if the defendant had been questi fud ter 
any medication or drugs that he might have taken? Mr, Woodall 3 
he had not. 
Mr. Woodall said that after the quettentag ster the informate . 
came pouring out and they had to stop him in order t they gf E write — 
it down, this resulted in leaving blank spaces in the statement as they 
couldn't write it = fast enough. It was not necessary to rpompt the 
defendant at all, The voluntary statement was completed about 4:00 p.m.. 
This voluntary statement was gone over with ths defendant after it was 
completed and the defendant initaled and signed each page of this 


statement, E 

Mr. Robinson asked if the story told by Mr. Creech was the same - 
&s that told by Carol Spaulding? 

Mr. Woodall said that it was not t. a same, not exac'.y. 

He was asked why the defendant gave ‘he voluntary st. .ement, ‘or 
was he ever asked? Mr. Woodall said that he di. not ask, he had no reason 
to. He said that he was in the area collecting evidence on the double 
murder, when the defendant gave the voluntary statement. This did not 
complete his investigation, he said that he interviewed many other persons 
taking their statements, 

Mr. Robinson asked if the investigation ever continued aa to 
determining if they had the right parties in this crime? 

Mr. :;oodell said that it did, he said that lab tests were ade, 
people vere interviewed, such as the young man at a service station, in 
Grangeville. 

Mr. Robinson asked if during the investigation if he ever had 
information given him that there were more than | people in the car, in 
the area of New Meadows? 

Mr. Wocdeall said that at one time that he had information about 
this but that it proved false, it was in connection with another car and 
did not concern the same people. 

He was asked about the number of times that Mr. Creech said 
that he shes the 2 men? Ar. Woodall said that at one time he said 2 
times and one time he said 3 times. He said that Mr. Creech never did 
Say that one of the men held a knife to his throat, this statment was 
made by Cerol Spaulding. 

Mr. Robinson asked if he had questioned the defendant at any 
other times that the voluntary statement? 

Mr. Woodall said that he had questioned him 3 or lh times while 
he was in jeil. i 

Mr.. Woodall was asked if he ever saw the defendant spaced out 
on drugs? He said tht he hed not. Approved: j 
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Mr. Remaklus questioned Mr. Woodall on re-direct. He asked 
him about the voluntary statement given by Mr. Creech. He said that the 
dash markes on the pages were when he was talking to fast to have all 
the information written down. Mr, Remaklus asked if there had ever been 
any res son to believe that the crime had been committed by someone else? 
Mr. Woodall said there had not. 

Mr. Woodall said that Mr. Creech had told in the statement that 
Tom Arnold had been driving the car, Hr.. Creech was on the pass 
side, Carol Spaulding was in the middle of "e front seat and Mr. rd 
was in back seat. 

Mr, Remaklus asked if Mr. Creech ever said where Carole paul ding 
was sitting when he shot the two men? 

Mr. Woodall said that he understood that Miss Spaulding was 
outside the car at the time. 

There was no further questions at this time. Mr. Woodall is 
to remain in court for further questioning. 

Witness excused. 


William Schreiber, Lewiston, idaho was called, sworn and direct 
examined by Mr. Remaklus, He stated that he is 68 years of » and has 
lived lived in Lewiston area for 53 years, and has lived at Ee E 
street for the past 15 years. Mrs Spaulding resides at this same addr 
with her two children and he rents from Mrs. Spaulding a room. He was. ` 
living at this address on Nov. 3, 1974, and was in the house during that 
time. Carol Spaulding and the defendant, Thomas Creech visited at that 
time ( defendant was pointed out by witness). They vere around ston 
for or 5 days, they stayed at tlis house for the first 2 or 3 days they 
vere &n town, Mrs. Spaulding and Cathy Spaulding was there too. 

He said that he was at home on Nov. 3, 1974, but didn't remain 
there ell the time, he usually went down Gown during the day. When he 
left the house Miss Cerol Spaulding and Mr. Creech were there, but had 
left the house by the time returned, He identified Plaintiffs Exhibit 
No. 22 as the gun that he owner de had it for 30 years, traded a 30-30 
for it and got the pisto! and holséwr, He kept the gun and holster between 
his mattress and spring on his bed, in his room. He also kept a pellet , - 
gun under his mattress too, at that time he had $640.00 under his mattress 
just about 16 inches from the gun, but the money was under a sheet. He  -— 
Noticed the gun was missing, but did not report it to the insurance PNE: 1 
until the next moring and to the police. He did not give an permiss 
to take the gun and holster. He had not seen the gun until the court 
room. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Schreiber. He asked who else 
had been visiting in the Spaulding home, when the defendant and Carol 
Spaulding vas there? He said that Cathy Spaulding and Ars. Spaulding was 
there and some person called Dan, he didn't remember his last name, but 
he is now a missionary in the Morman church, He described Dan. 

He was asked if Den had ever threatened hin? He answered that he had not, 
He stated that Dan lived in Clarkston, Wn. He was asked if any cther porsons 
were in the house at that time? He said that several person had been in ; 
and out at that time while Carol Spaulding was there. He was asked if he d 
had ever seen Mr, Creech vefore that Zei He said mat he had not, He 25 
was asked hor the defendant acted while at the Spaulding house? He said that 


he didn't pay much attention, but he was quite whenever he saw him, 
day that the gun was gone, the only persons that he had seen in the house 


vas the defendant, Carol Spauldin 2 E 


He was asked if he was ramiliar 


Pepe AN. o. pages. 


of the statement. He asked if an attorney had been appointed at that tine, 
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that he was and that he had encountered that odor in the house, but was 
not there 411 the time, 

There were no further questions or the defer.se, 

Jury was admonished 

Court recessed 2:l5 p.m. 

Court reconvened 2155 p.m. 

Jury was returned and it was stipulated that all were present, . 


Eldon C. Palmer, Boise, Idaho, was called, sworn rnd direct 
examined by Mr. Thomas, He said that he is the Sheriff of Ada County, 
Boise, Idaho and has been for three years, He gave his | and 
educational background. 
Nov. 19, 1974 (defendant 
to Ada Count 
Jail and he 
present vac 2 other officers, the defendant was incoherent 
He said that he talked to the defendant and told him to sit 
him, he advised the defendant that he felt that 
Man!: come around he wo 


He continued meeting and taking en - 
and then to Wallace, Idaho. These meetings were usu y requests of 
defendant, both oral and written requests, The miranda warning was 
to the defendant “tmes when he was in the presence of the : 
The e askoa "e, Palmer about the substance of the 'ersat 
with defendant, He said that he felt that this should be discussed outside 
the presence of the jury. : 


exoused, $ 
The court asked that a foundation be laid as to the voluntariness ` 
of the conversation, as this is his main concern, 13 
Mr. Thomas questioned Mr. Palmer, He said that the Gefendant 
had been advised of his rights, be related just what the defendant was a. 
advised of. The defendant told him that he knew H 8 rights, so he slacked 
off giving rights to defendant, on April 8, 197B the defendant was given 
Miranda warning, and defendant aghin advised him that he knew his rights, 
He said that this was in a friendly manner when defendant told him he knew 
his rights. 

m On April 8, 197B, he conducted na interview, which was taped, 
present was Mr, Dykes, the defeadant and himself. This was conducted in 
the deteétive annex, and Mr. Dykes is a detective from California. He said 
that the tape was reduced to written form, and this tape has been conformed 
to the Order of the Court and material excludad starts on page 47. 3 

The court said that he was just concerned as to the vo.untarinsss ` 


if not was he advised of his right to an ettorney and to have one present 
during the conversation? Mr. Palmer said that he had been. 

: The court said that he did uot have to hear tue tape but would 
reac the material, The court said that he hes what has been marked as 
exhibit #49. He asked if ur. Thomas wanted the entire document made a pert 
of the record. 

Mp. Thomas said that he did. 
Mr. Robinson refered to top of page 47, 10 lines from the top 
of page. Mr. Robinson objected as to it being vgiuntary, when he had a 


attorney. P. E E 
, LUZ 
» ko L pego. á M — 
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The court said that he is only interested at this time to know 
if he read the rights to defendant, he would take cognizance of what the 
Sheriff and defendant said in the transcript. 

Mr. Palmer said the defendant was read his rights and that this 
is an accurate transcription of the tape. 

The court said that exhibit do hrs been admitted for limited 
purposes. That in reading page 48 of the abe e the 9 referred 
to the rights that had [ee read to him previously, he 1f counsel 
include this in foundation, referring to pege 1 (Dykes) py (Palmer) and 
any place where rights referred to. 

This was agreed to by counsels. 

Mr.. Palmer said that the defendant was not satisfied with his 
attorney nd wanted to fire him, and agreed to talk to him without attorney. 

Mr. Thomas said that on page 53 vas another reference to rights. 


Plaintiffs Exhibit No.. 61 (letter 6/9/75) marked for purpose of eng 
hearing, not to go to jury, identified and offered. 


Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 62 (envelope) marked, identified and Hunts 
Plaintiffs Exhibits No. 61 and 62 admitted for this hearing oa $ 

Mr. Palmer said in regards to the tape, there was about the 
murders and the charge filed against defendant, defendant eppeared to ped 
eat? he was saying, was calm and collected in good health and in control 
of all his raculties, he was not hesitant, his speech was clear and he 
understood well. He was nsked if he wanted to talk to Mr. Dykes and the 
defendant agreed to. , 

Mr. Robinson questioned Mr. Palmer? He asked if he wasn't 
aware that the dofendant was represented by "yv Ward Hower? Mr. 
Palmer answered that he was. He was asked if he had inquired of the 
defendant many times regmrding out of state involvements? Hr. Palmer 
answered that he had, and he had called defendants counsel many times- 
telling him that the defendant wante i to talk. Mr. Palmer was asked if 
he advised counsel what the questior.s were about? He said that hs had and 
he was told to go ahead and talk tc defendant. 

Hr. binson asked Mr. Palmer how many trips were taken out of 
the State of Idaho? Mr. Palmer said numerous trips were taken, He was 
asked about a plane crash near Barstow, California. He said that the > 
transcr'pt was prior to the plane crash, prior to the date of the transcript Si 
he háé been vith the defendant in Wyoming and Montana. RE 

Mr. Robinson questioned him about trip tc New Mexico. He seid 
that he can't remember what Mr. Creech talked to him about on that trip. 

Mr. Robinson said that ^e had been advised that the defendant, 
Mr. Creech had been freaked out or spaced out many occassions. Mr. Palmer 
said that he was not so spaced out tht he was giving auy trouble or was a 


problem. 


He was asked if he knew if defendant was on drugs, such as LSD, 
Mr.. Palmer said that the defendant never was on LSD he may have gotten some E. 


marijuana but no knowvled*e of any other drugs. 
Mr, Palmer was asked how many times, if he knew, that Mr. Ward 
Hower visited the defendent? Mr. Palmer said that there were visits, he 


is not sure how many. He said cece vere times that Mr. Creech wanted to 
talk to Mr. Hower but Mr. Hower had not responded. ir. Palmer was asked 
if defendant had lied t. Mr. Hower and himself and he answered that the 


defendant had, that it wes difficult to tell when the defendunt was telling 


the truth or lying. Approved: z 
hi ts 
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Mr. Robinson asked if Mr, Palmer was of the opinion that the defendant was 
uphappy with >is attorney at the time of the transcript? Mr. Palmer said 
that he was aware of this, but it was not referred to in transcript, but he 
knew that the defendant wanted to change attorneys. 

Mr. Robinson questioned him about the transcript. He said that 
there is references to out of state mtters in transcript, but that he can 
remember what all is in the transcript. He said that many representations 
made by defendant are untrue, he has tried to verify if t but some 
statements unt ruth. He was asked if he felt that pages 47, and 49 of 
statment could be untrue? Mr, Palmer ansered that they could be. 2 

Mr. Robinson said that on page h7, 4 lines from the bottom, 1f 
T questions referred to Bradford and Arnold? Mr. Palmer answered it 

. 


Mr. Robinson asked Mr, Palmer if the responses of Mr. Creech was 
a "I don't care attitude"? Mr. Palmer said that he felt that Mr. Creeoh did 
care, this was displayed in many areas, wasn't just responding for rewards 
such as trips out of state. NC 

The court questioned Mr. Palmer regarding at of Mr..Creeohf? 
He sBid that Mr, Creech wanted to see his attorney to fire that he 
had at a prior time fired him, 

Mr. Thomas questioned Mr, Palmer asked if he had initiated the E 
idea that defendant should fire attorney? Mr. Palmer said that he had not. 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Palmer how long before Apr. 28, 1975 E 
had he been avare of the conflict between defendant and his attorney? 
Mr. Palmer said for some time, He asked Mr. Palmer if during this time 
he had made any effort to contact Mr. Hower regarding this. He said that 4 
he had talked to Mr, Hover, this was after the written statement of defendant, 
Mr. Robinson asked who the defendant vas getting legal advise from at that ; 
time? Mr. Palmer said ut he had no idea, maybe other inmates. Ze 

The court asked if there was any further argument on voluntarinesst 

Mr.. Robinson objected as to circumstances, i 

Mr. Thomas presented argument to the court. 

zr. Robinson presented argument to the court. : 

The court objected as to accuracy goes weight but as to voluntar- 
iness of the state zent this will be overruled, There is no ) that 
there were any threats or coercion, That the etter of defendant of June 
1975 and all statement given were free and voluntary and of his ow free 
will, under no threat or pressure. That defendant was defendant was fully 
advised of his rights and his right to have an attorney present at all times, 
but it is not clear if defendant waived the right or not, that the statement 
of defendant of "I don't care" not adequate, so would sustain that objection. 
Must be a clear cut advise when starting to question regarding Idaho cases 
and a clear cut waiver, The court advised counsel that it could be used 
for impeachment purpose if defendant takes the stand and gives conflicing 
statements. 

Mr. Thomas said that the State objects to the right to exclusive 
evidence as no timely Motion was made at the Motion to Surpress Hearing. 

The court said that he does not feel Motion to Suprress needed 
here as adequate foundation not laid. 

Mr, Thomas said that he would proceed with Hr. Mason as to 
the confession and statefient in the plane crash. 
Jur; vas returned and admonished and recessed for the evening. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff Docket No. 270... 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH : | October 6, 1975 
Defendant 


(CONTINUED) 


He said that he is with the Chief Bureau of Narcotics. ‘That he has been 
involved with the investigation of Thomas Eugene Creech, such as taking 
statements and on May k, 1975 he was traveling in a plane with defendant 
and others, the plane crashed. He explained how the crash had occurred 
that one of the passengers aboard had trouble breathing, so an attempt was 
made to help him, this was to no avail, so the piolot attempted to set the 
Plane down to a lower altitude, Mr, Taylor still failed to respond so 
decided to land, and they went down through the clouds and broke into a 
valley which had snow covered ground, attempted to set down on a roddearid 
was caught in & cross wind, and plane crashed. The defendant was upset by 
the crash and became very nervous and excited, After he settled dow they 
had a conversation for 15 to 20 minutes. S 

Court recessed 4:25 p.m. 

Court reconvened 4:35 p.m. e 

Mr. Thomas continued to question My. Mason. He asked if he had 
any conversations after that time? He said he did. He was asked i had 
asked any questions about Bradfo.á or Arnold? He said he had not. He 
said that the defendant was sitting on his right and he asked if he was 
hurt or cold but that was the only questions. He said that defendant then 3 
started to talk to him regarding the killing of Arrold and Bradford. “He iz 
said this really made Christians out of me, I had no reason to kill those guys 
the jury ought to find me Guilty". i E | 

He was asked the nature of the discussion, and did he ask any 3 
questions regarding the murder? He said he had not, 5 EE 

He said thet he was just happy to be alive and so was Mr. Creech, | 
He said that tne behaviour of the defendant was much as it was here today. d 
His manner of speech was normal, just a normal vountary statement. He said 2| 
that he assumed that he was talking about the Idaho murders, but the defendant ` 
didn't use any names. A, 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Mason? He asked who was present 
when statement made? He said that at that time Sgt. Tom Taylor, defendant 
aud himself. 

He was asked where they had been? He stated they had gone to 
Barstow, Celif, looking for several bodies. This accident took Place on the 
flight home. No bodies were found in Calif. He said that this was not his 
first E out of State with the defendant, had gone to New Mexico in March 
of 1975. 

Mr. Robinson examined him about the plane crash and how it 
happened. He said that when the plane landed it was going approximately 
120 miles per hr., it got blown off the road and tipped on his nose, the 
right wing in a pond then the plane settled down. They kicked the der open 
on the pilot side, they took Sgt. Taylor outside on the road and saw that 
he was alive, went back to get Creech, then saw to the Sheriff and the pilot. 
Sheriff Palmer took the cuffs off Creech when they were all outside, they 
assisted Taylor. The wasser was windy with snow and rain. They were 
outside tho place for 5 -ó minutes, he took off his jacket and put it on 
toe defendant, they then got back ia the plane, the Sheriff and pilot 
Stayed outside. Several minutes later the Sheriff went looking for help. 
He said that his gun had fallen out of his pocket and the defendant found 
it, picked it up and handed the gun to Taylor, ‘The conversation of the 
defendant referred tohere took place before he handed the gun to Sg. Taylor. 
He said thet the plane crash was in Nevada and the defendant did express 
some fear of being Nevada. They were ther about !, hours, 

Mr. Rob on objected to this statement of defendant, he said 

e end evasive, that it couldn't be tied to Arnold and E 


that it was so vag 


Bradford deaths. There has been no Sound néggtgeed by et 2 | 
this to tno jury. . 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO \ eine 
Plaintiff ) Docket No 2 : Se 
vs. | ; HET 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH Defendant ebe ba i 


Mr. Thomas said that all this goes to the weight not sability. 

The court said that the record will reflect that a jury trisl iu 
case had been set on the date this occurred, this trial was to take place 
at Cascade, Idaho. $ d EE 

Mr. Robinson made statement S aS de 

Mr. Thomas said that there was no evidence that there was any bodies © 
found in Berstow, Ca. 3 e Ee 


GEN 22 from information given by defendant, these 
oun r : 
The court said that this does not go to the voluntariness of P 
statement. This was a voluntary statement and required no ! i He. 
wouló restrict the State from presenting this evidence as to y the trip 
was taken but not to the date it occurred. 88 
Mr. Remaklus ask if this would stop them from referring to the waather 
if the state isn't referred to. 23 e 
The court answered No. 


Mr. Robinson stated that the defense ia to present testimony, ` 
that the defendant does not remember ever | the statement. 5 S 

Tae court said that there was no other jury trial pending 20 itis — 3 
reasonable to related this statement to the oase. This goss to the 
weight no admissability. 2 SE E 

At this tine Mr. Boyd came before the court Carol Spaulding - 


he said that he was not able to find any authority theory that any 
testimony st a prior hearing would not constitute a waiver as to statement 5 
in this hearing. : 

Mr. Thomas said that he is positive that since Miss „ did 8 
testify under oath as to the same factsinvolved here, that she did waive 
her ight and has no claim here to self inerininst on, unless it is to 
purge herself. - 

Mr. Boyd said that he is in any testimony given befare had to be taken 
in connection with this proceedings and there was no way of knowing what 
evidence would be asked in this tearing. There was no cross examination: 
there and this is an entirely different situation. 

Mr. Thomas said that he had no further argument, but did not think i 
the danger of incrimination was very strong. : 

The court stated feels that there might be some danger, the witness j 
4s entitled to privledge, unless it had been waived, he will hold no 
waiver of privledge, so to use testimony of Miss Spaulding would avail 
immunity statute, if proper request for grant of immunity is proposed. 

Mr. Boyd said that ir immunity is granted, then Miss Spaulding will 
testify. 

The court asked if there was any reason why immunity should not be 
granted. 

i Mp. Boyd stated this was for testimony within the State of Idaho, 
thet if Mr. Robinson calle? witness on defense case for out of state, then 
Miss Spaulding wovld claim the privledge. 

The court said that on presentation the request for immunity will be 
signed and witness will be required to testify. 

Court recessed 5:15 p.m. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 
9701. 


STATE OF 
"- — Plaintiff | Docket No. . 


\ 


vs. 


0 d . 6, 1976 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH | Oct. 6, 19 Sr 


(CONTI ED) 


Jurors returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Thomas continued direct examination of Mr. Palmer. He questioned 
him regarding his conversation with the defendant in May 1975, while he 
was in the plane with defendant, at the time that there was a problem 
with Sheriff Taylcr, who was also on the plane, and they had a minor 
crash. Mr. Palmer related to the jury what happenéd at the time of the 
crash, after the plane had landed and crashed, with only minor damages, he 
drug Sgt. Taylor out of the plane, the defendant was behind him, the 
defendant was shaken and excited. Mr. Mason came and got the defendant and 
they revived Mr. Taylor, the defendant was still shaken so Mr. Mason took 
the hand cuffs off and got the defendant to straighte- up, ther got 
back in the air craft, the defendant, Sgt and himself and Mr. w A 
saw that things were setkled so got out to go help look for help. came 
back to the plane and ot in, in the process his gun fell out of the holster, 
into the seat besides the defendant. Mr. Creech reached down and pioked 
up the weapon and returned it to him, 

After the plane returned to Boise, Ida and the defendant was put back 
in jail he received a tape from the defendant, which was handed 
to him by defendant. Defendant had recorded this tape in his cell, he SA 
said that he did not ask for this ‘ape. M 

Mr, Thomas said that he would like to submit this tape under reguair 
proceedings before submitting it to the jury. 

Jury was ?3ismissed. : 

The court asked `r. Robinson if he had hoard the tape? "s 

Mr. Rébinson said that he had, and there was a question as to voluntary 
nature of the tape. 

dë court asked if there was any objections to the contents of the 
tape 

Mr. Robinson said that on June 6, 1975 they came before the court nd 
asked for a change o^ attorney for the defendant, the attorney was appointed 
on June 9, 1975. He said that the tape was made on June 6th, that he sat 
in on an interview with defendant and officer from Los Angles County in 
regards to some sacrifices in Los Angles Co, Calif. This was limited to 
matters in Los Angles Co., Calif, when they got into the area of Idahó 
matters, he instructed defendant not to say anything until he could have 
time to investigute, as he was new in this case. The defendant was not 
used to him as they were new with heach other, so the tape was given to 
Sheriff Palmer, by the defendant, to keep in good standing with the Sheriff. 

Mr. Thomas questioned Mr. Palmer. He said that no rpomises were made 
to defendant and no benefits promised for this tape. He received this 
tape from the defendant several days after the interview of defendant with 
the two Loss Angles officers. This tape was completely voluntary by the 
defendant, no one asked him to make this tape. 

Mr. Robinson cross examined Mr. Palmer. He asked if he had made the 
arrangements for inóerview of Los Angles Officers, end defendant, at which 
time Mr. Palmer and himself were present? He said that he had. 

Mr. Thomas stated that the interview had been transcribed. 

Mr, Robinson asked if this was the transcript of the interview of 
May 12, 1975, if so he was not present when this interview was held, if sc 
there was previous contact of the defendant and the Los Angles County offiic 

Mr. Palmer said that in all the time that the defendant was in his 
custody from Nov. 197), that several tripa had been made out of state with 
the defendant. He said that the the session held on June 6, 1975 had 
been pre-arranged on another occassion. As to the letter of Jume 9, 1975, 
he said that an area of trust had been established with the Ey and 


himself, over the period of time that the had b custody. - 
x 
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(CONTINUED) 


He said that ho had cooperated with the defendant to a certain degree. : 
Mr. Robinson asked Sheriff Palmer, if the defendant had ever made a promise 
to him not to try and escape? Mr. Palmer said that he hed, but also had 
made an attempt to escape. He said that he had cust his wrists in an 
attempt to get into the hospital. These were just superficial wounds. 

At the tine defendant told him he wanted to get into the hospital so some 

of his friends could help get him out. He said that also saw had 
been smuggled in to jail to try and saw out, this was prior to the air 

plane orash. 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Palmer if when the defendant found the gun 
when the plane crashed, couldn't he have killed all of them and got eway, 
if he lad wanted to? Mr. Palmer said that the gun was loaded, but all the 
others had a gun, and he couldn't have killed all four of them, besides 
allof them were in a tight spot and they needed each other. 

Mr. Robinson asked in regards to the inéerview on June 6, 1975, he 
asked the sheriff if it wasn't a fact that the statements of the defendant 
upset him at that time, as he was new as defendants attorney? Mr. Palmer 
said it could have. Mr. Palmer was asked why the defendant sent him the 


tape and letter other than to -e-ins&ate himself in the good graces of the 


Sheriff or was he wanting some favor? 

Mr. Palmer said that he did not feel that the defendant was to 
get in good with him or that he was looking for some favor, he had 
with the defendant before, and he thought that the defendant trusted him, 
and that the facts should be found out so they could get before the court, 
he feels that the letter and tape were sent to him and were voluntary 
statements. 

Mr. Thomas asked the Sheriff if there was any indication through 
defendant, that his attorney did nət want to have him talk to the Sheriff? 
Mr. Palmer said that there was a reference to this fact on the tape. 

The court questioned Mr, Palmer regarding exhibit #49, he said that 
this had been limited purposes when exhibit was admitted. He asked Sherff 
GE ag any knowledge of the defendant having been given warning and 
rights 

Sheriff Palmer said that he hed read his rights many times and that 
the defendant knew them as well as hə knew them if not better, they had 
been given him 25 to 30 times, in fact they had been given so many times 
that the defendant felt it a joke. 

Mr. Thomas asked the Sheriff if the letter was received June 9, and 
the tape a few days later? He answered that it waa. 

Mp. Robinson asked Sheriff Palmer if that subsequently to his getting 
assigned as defendants attorney, if it was tmue and correct that he did 
abide by the ruling not to have any conferences without him being present, 
When over defendan’ made statement, and wasn't this tape sent while he was 
out of town? Sheriff Palmer answered yes. ‘ 

There was nothing further by Mr. Thomas. 

There waz nothing further by Mr. Robinson. 

Hr. Robinson mace statement, ho said that it was nis feelings that 
this was & voluntary statement, and he agrees that the defendant was given 
his rights many- times and that the defendant understood. chem. 

The tape was played for the court. 

My. Robinson entered objection. 

The court said that as far as he could tell, ihe objection will oe 
overruled and this statement was not the result of any interrigation but 
was a voluntary statenen by i. Creech, ne feels that it is admissable 
as voluntary sha teren, that the defendant had received his rights and 
Warnings many times. 
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(CONTINUED) 


Court recessed 10:23 a.m. 

Court reconvened 10:30 a.m. 

Jury returned and it was stipulated all present. ` 

Mr. Thomas moved for the admission of Plaintiffs exhibits #63 & fol, 

The court said that the records will show that there was an objection 
to this exhibit by Mr. Robinson, but this was over ruled. 


Plaintiff's Exhibit #63 (Tape) admitted. 
Plaintiff's Exhibit el (Recorder) admitted. 


The tape was played to the jury. 


Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Palmer, did you ever soiicit the tape from the 
defendant? 

Mp, Palmer answeréd that he had not. 

Mr, Rooinson questioned Mr. Palmer. He asked him to describe the 
air plane flight that crashed, also how long after tne crash that the 
defendant came into possession of his revolver? Mr. Palmer again related 
the facts of the crash, how they had decided to land after one of the 
party had difficulty getting his breath, and on landing the plane had 
a minor crash. Sometime his revolver had falled from his holster, which 
was approximately one hour after the crash, the defendant was neither 
cuffed or in leg shackles at that time. He found the gun and just hanced 
it to him. He never tried to use this weapon against them, but the otters 
in the plane were armed and 1t would not have done him much good and 
besides nobody knew where ther were or when they would get out, so they 
needed each other. He said that prior to Jum 6, 1975 the defendant had 
been very cooperative with him and Mr. Mason. 

Mr. Robinson questioned him regarding the tape and the letter in 
June 1975. Mr. Palmer said that he did not feel that the tape or letter 
was a result of the interview on June 6, 1975, he said that in previous : 
conversations with the éefendant , he told him all the truth could come before 
the court and he felt that tnis was why tho tape and letter was given to ie 
him by the defendant. 

He was asked how long the defendant was in his custody? He said from 
Nov.'7h until June 1975, during this time he had seen the defendant spaced 
out on drugs and under the influence of drugs in a doctors office. He 
said that when the defendant acted spaceé out in his cell, he felt that 
it was faked, he was professing that Satan had hin. He said that his 
deputies had reported several incidents, but ne was not present. 

Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Palner, that while the defendant was in his 
custody, hed ho aide or abeted other inmates from suicide attempts? 

He answered that he had a couple of times. 

Me. Thomas reedirest examined Sherif: Palmer in regards to the 
excape attempts of defendant? He said that one time he had broken a 
safety glass and cut wrist, these were just superficisl outs, and he 
dian't feel that they were serious enough for a hoapital. Later the ] 
defendant told him that that ettempt was to cet outside, but felt those EI 
who were going to help hin, wouid have killed him. He said that on one 
occassion a saw bis wag smuggled in to the jail vroper. 
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Mr. Thomas e t. Palmer, when at the ploue crash site and the 
defendant found his gun, could the defencant have escaped if he tried to 
use this gun? eriff Palmer sais that he co" i not. 
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Meme ` 3 ‘ 
He was a one gards tc the defendant trying to kill big 
fellow cell mate? Mr. Palmer said that he was told that the man had 
d in the cell about the young 1 he had raped, and the defendant, 
Creech had wont ali to pieces end tried to kiil the man. 
: There were no further questions at this time, but the witness was 
aévised to remain for later time. 


. Alvin B. (Bus] Mason was called, sworn and direct examined by Mr. 
Thomas, ho said shat ne is with the Bureau of Naroc tics for the State of 
Idaho, in Boise, Idaho. He was an investigatior for the Dent. of Lew 
Enforcement on Kov. 5, 197 and was assigned to assist the Sheriff of 
Valley County, idaho in a double murder. He went to Cascade, Ida. on 
Nov. 5, 197k to conduct an investigation. Ke said that he contacted 
Sheriff Lynskey end other officers and witnesses that were connected 

with the Donnelly incident. His Tirst contact with tbe victims was at 
the morgue at tho St. Alphonsus Hospital, Boss, Idaho. He said that 

the victim Arnold was identified on "ov, 5, 197) but that Mr. Bradford was 
not identified until later throveh finger prins and teletypes. He sakd 
thet he also viewed the car, inside uf out, he assisted Dr. Scott in the 
autopsey on both days of both victims. he sai chat he took these clothes 
from the victims, these had to ` tried go could b. seni co the FBI 
leb in Po Ab. He identifies clothing, Plaintif^'s exhibits 


#10, 711, 2 /13. He went assist Me. Maxell and 
Mr. AA t, in l4ing and Mr. Ureach, He 
saió ; Miss Spaulding and Er. Creech 
back He 2210 that he heard the 
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IN THE DISTRICT COUAT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY SF SHOSHONE 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


vs. 


THOMAS BUGENE CREECH Defendant | F 


Jury adnonished, and excused fer noon 750088. 

Wire court esked if the parties were going to go into the 
of this conversation? 

Mr. Thomas asked the witness if they sonductec any interrigaiion in 
he car? Ee said that they did not. : 

The court said that he wanted the Pag vs = weg c A "— this 
conversation in the car to be limited to 

Court recessed 11:27. 

Court reconvened 1:35 p.m. 

Jurors returned and stimulated all present. 


Mr. Tnomas continued quesiionirg cf li. Mason regarding 
he heard between Mr. Creech and Miss Spaulding in the ceri He 
while they were in route, the defendant said that they left the sar 
the tight hand of the river on Highway #55, 17 miles so. of 

canyon, He also 3esoríbed the circumstances of a plane crash o 
1975, im which the defendant, Mr. Palmer, HP. np Tom Ambrose 
himself were present. He saia that he observed d h 
plane crash some, but was trying to help Sgt. Taylor so - 3 
much time to pag close attention to defenaant at the time of 
after thay had worked on Sgt. Taylor and he was better, the defendant, 
Taylor end himself got back into the plane, es it was cold and L 
vutside, it was there that tue defendzut made a statement to 
that this sure nade a Christian out of me. I had no reason to kí 
guys; the jury should find me guilty". He felt that the defendant was 

erring to the idaho cases at that time, only one set for trial. 

Mp. Thomas asked the court to take judicial notice thet the Idaho 


E 
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Mr. Thomas asked Mr. Mason how the actions M. defendant was at the 
time cf that statwent? He said thet defendant was normal and rational. 
His comments were not in response to any questioning just 
statement. 

Mr, Robinson cross oxamined Mr. Mason akked if the spontaneous statement 
came before the gun was recoved that defendant found in p ? He said 
that it had. This statuent was not in response to any questions asked. 
assumed that the defendant was referring to the Idaho cases because of 
the pending trials. ' 

He was asked by Mr. Robinson if when the defendant picked up the loaded 
gun end returned it to Sheriff Falmer, ir it was possible for the defendant 
to waste all the officers on the plane anc escape? He said that he die not 
fell that it was possible. 


Defendant's Exhibit A (copy of rap sheet) identified ani offero. 
Defendante's exhibit D (copy of rap sheet) identified and offered, 


Gofectiony the State as irrelevant. 

The court said that it would take the eme sane position as before, 
there are separate portion that relate to identity and tnis would be 
edmitted, out goes beyond the scope of the direct examination. 

Jur; was excuse’ and acmonished. 

Mr. nobinson stated that it tends to go beyond the direct examination 
bat the evidence has been aduiitted already. That the personalities of 
both ja. Arnold and Mr. Bradford are relevant, they could nave raped Miss 
Spa’ ding as bas been testified so alread 

Vrun, 


TOTS n yen 
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STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
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THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


The court stated that it 1s not sustaining 
a mute question, but beyond the scope and it probable 
the court, and ir it oan be shown that the defendant bed k 
the mens character, then it will be considered, but no f 
been laid for that information, at this tine. a 

Mr. Robinson aaid that there has been reference to Mr. Bradfords 
being in the Aludama State Penitentiary. Se 

The court said that it would adhere to its ruling. 


Court recessed for noon. 
Court reconvened at 1:30 p.m.. d 
The jury was returned and it was stipulated all were 


Mr. Thomas re-re-direct exesined Mr. Mason — Ai 
Pioling up the gun in the plane and if he could have : 
persons on that plane? Mr. Mason said that due to the : geg 
on the plane that the possibility existed out that it was not p bi 

Mr. Thomas asked him if he knew at the time of the crash, that 
date hac been set for later that month? He answered that he mew 

No further questions at this time. ` 


Derold E. Lynskey, Sheriff of Valley County, Cascade, Idaho sal 
sworn and direct examined by Mr. Remaklus. He said that he was 
on Nov. 5, 1974, and was assigned with Deputy Maxwell to inves: 
murders. On Nov. 8, 197) he went to the scene where the bodies 
and viewed the bodies and the area. He identified Plaintiff's 
1 A and 19. iie stated that he was present at the aut of Mr 
on Nov. 6, 1974, both bodies were in the authop dat : 
He identified Plaintiff's Exhibit #11, #12 and #13. He said „m v 
these exhibits and kept them in his safe until they were sent to PBI 
lab in Wash, D. C. $ 

No questions by Mr. Robinson, 


Jury was admonished. 

Court recessed 1:40 p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:05 p.m. E 

The court asked if they were ready to proceed with the exemination of 
Miss Carol Spaulding? The parties stated that they were, 

The court said that the records will show that the defendant has been 
appointed an attorney to represent her, Mr. William Boyd, and has refused 
answer questions in this matter on trial. ha. it has been requested under ~~ 
Section 19-1115 that the court order the witness to answer the questions. 
A copy of this has been handed to Miss Spaulding and the defendant. That 
pursuant to the request uncer Section 19-1115, it has been askel to show 
cause, if she has any, "hy the questions should not be answered und 
evid nce produced. 

Mr. 3oyd sai? that tasre is no evidence if the questions are within 
the bounds of the Order. 

The court said that it coulc find nothing clearly contrary to public 
insterest and will order the witness to answer the questions propounded as 
long as the questions sre outside the proceedings in Valley County, Idaho, 
this will not incriminste her. The statute provides that she will not be 
prosecuted . A 
Mp. Boyd said that tae Order antec immunity to the events in Valley | 
county out goes not extend to swiston or Baise, Idaho. 

Approved: > 
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(CONTINUED 
The court said that this is correct, just Valley County, Ida... 
Mr. Boyd said that any facts that are propounded in regards to Valley: 
County, he will not tend to offer advise. i 
Jury was returned and it was stipulated that all were present. ` 


Carol larie Spaulding was called, sworn and @irect examined by Me. 
1 e — asked : 


D 


Remaklus. She said that she is 18 years of now. Mr. 
if on Eov. 3, 197l she was at Lewiston, Idaho 
Witness refused to anwer. : 
She was asked if on the early morning of Nov. u, 197k she had 
to be near Donnelly, Valley County, Idaho, and if she e where 
Idaho was? Witness answered yes. She was asked 1f when she was 
County, if she was with someone? Miss "o —X | thet 
with the defendént, Thomas Eugene creech (def t 
asked if there was one else with them in Valley , de 
Tom Arnold and Wayne Bradford, defendant ed herself were tr 
Arnold car. She was shown State's Exhibit #28 and identified ít | 


When they left McCall, Mr. Arnold was driving the car, 
to him and Mr. Creech next to her. Mr. Bradford was asl d 
seat. She said that the door on the drivers side dió no so r 
had to get in on the passenger side. She described tho interior of the 
car as dirty. They left McCall and drov » 

t was 
close to midenight. men the car stopped she asked to 


to get in and they drove on, Mr. Remaklus asked her if she had seen the 
defendant with the gun in his hand? She answered that she had, After 
they got back in the car they left the scene where the men were shot and 
drove on to Cascade, Idaho, they stopped there, Mr. Creech was driving. 
He tried to hot wire a car in Cascade, but it didn't work. They were in 
Cascade, Ida. about one-half hour. They got back in the car and drove 
down the road and pulled intc some place to rest for awhile, behind a ; 
building, later they went on a litt]e farther until the car ran out of * 
gas. men they bad to get out and hitch hike. d 

She was asked if they hitch-hiked to Boise, “deho? ‘She refused to 
answer this. 

Mr, Boyd ask that the jury be óismissed in order that he might present 
argument to th court. 

Jury excused after being admonished by the court, 

Mr, Boyd said that as he understood the court, it only grants immunity 
as to the things that happened in Vailey County. The mere fact that she 
was in Boise, Idaho oan tend to incriminate her, he is aware of things in 
Boise that might be inc®ininating. 

Mr. Remaklus said that he only intended to trace the rounte traveled 
to where she was arrested, 

The court asked if there wan any ob lections to facts in Elmore Co.? 

Approved; p A 
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Mr. Boyd stated that an ef for has been made to connect the gun 
her in Elmore County. ES 

The court said that as he reads the stature, it would exclude 
otherooanty other than Valley County. am 

Mr. Remaklus said that he knew of no criminal action in EL 

The court said that it is not convinced there could be mo 
action in regards to the gun. : 

The jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus continued to examine Miss e 
hitch-hiking thet they wound up in Glenns Ferry? d 
want into Glenns Ferry with some man, could be Mr. Rivers. f 
there and her and this man went into cafe to have a cup of 
was asked who was in the cafe? She said some workers, a pol 
cafe help. When they left they took a oup of coffee, to . 
defendant, who had stayed in the oar. She said that the wei l 
was Windy end cold. They left the cafe, got back irto «um she 
in the middle, Mr. Rivers was driving and Creech on the other side 
They drove for a short while and then the polise ee then 
They got out of the car and was taken to the police stat wh 
were questioned. Later they were taken to Mountain Home, : 
police car, she and the defendant, Creech roade in the back 

Mr. Remaklus said returning to the scene of the shooti A 
have any knowledge thet the defendant was going to shoot the two 
She answered No she did not. He asked her if tae san driving 
around her and had he at one time tried to rape her? She 
he had not. She described the actions of Arnold and Bradford, 
drunk, but she was not afraid of them. SCH 

She identified Exhibit #2) as her coat, exhibit Gi as blus 
defendants and Ex. #25 as her hand beg. Ew 

Mr. Remaklus asked her to deserire the clothing that the def 
Was wearing that night they were arrested. and if at any time she E 
the zun in her purse? j 

;iss Spaulding said that the defendant had on black pants, jacket. 
That when they were arrested the gun was in her hand bag, but Mr, 
had put it there. T 

She was asked if at the scene of the shooting if she had saw a knife, 
and-if anyone had heló thie imife to the defendants throat. 

She said that she did not see any knife at the scene of the shooting, 
and she did not know anytning about anyone holding a knife at the thro& 
of the defendant, Creech. 

Both men were in the automobile when shot, Mr. Creech was standing 
at the door. 

She was asked to identify State's Exhibit 1 A and 10, There was 
no answer by Miss Spaulding. 

Court recessed 2:53 p.m., the dury was admonished. 

Court reconvened 3:03 p.m. 

Jurors returned, stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remakius continued to examine Miss Spaulding, he asked her where 
she was when Mr. 4 mold and Mr. Bradford were shot? She said that she 
wes standing outside the car. 

Mr, Robinson croas examined the witness, She was asked when and 
where she was born? She answerei om Dec. 12, 1956 at Los Angles, Calif., 
the stayed in Calil. for 19 years and astended the first through the fifth 
grades there. She has a sister r 2° years old and a yow.ger sister, 
‘othleen now wr, Glenn now 11 years old. She 

that Si ,ppiiveashe had been in five foster 
fathe 
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at repossessing cars and is now with a carnival, he was with the cs 
in Sept. 1974. She was asked where she met the defendant : I 

Witness refused to arswer. She was asked if she used drugs 
refused to answer. She was asked if she drenk intoxicating 
Witness said not often. She was asked if on Nov. 3 and Nov 
she drinking any intoxicating beverages? She answered that 
She was asked if she was under the influence of any drugs on 
She asnwered No. She was asked if she used drugs 3 
met the defendant? Witness refused to answer. She was , 

the gun from Lewiston, Idaho? Witness refused to answer, Mp. | 
asked her if Kathy and Danny were with them in Va 

were Mr. Bradfor and Mr. Arnold? She answered that 


d 


that Arnoi^ end Bradford had drugs (smack or heron) before 
She said No. Mr. Remakius asked her what the purpose of 
motel in MaCall was for? She answered that it was to get 
to wash up and rest, she said that this was for 

minutes. She said that Mr. Arnold sold his coat at the b 
She said that Mr. Creech had money from a stolen battery 
sole, she didn't have any money. She wes asked if she or 
smoked a joint at the motel? She said No. Mr. Remaklus 
stopped at Grangeville? She answered yes. Did she remember being the 
Texaco Station in Grangeville? Witness refused to answer. e was asked 
if she was carting exhibits #22 and #23, the gun and holster, while in 
Grangeville? She answered No. In McCall? She answered No, She was 
asked when the first time the gun came into her possession? She said in 
Boise and after the men were killed. 

She was asked her present residence? She answered that she was in 
Carson City, Nevada, at the penitentiary, since May 1975. She has been 
in custody since May 5, 1974 im jail, then juvenile hall aud the Idsho A. 
State Penitentiary. She entered a plea of Guilty to Accessory and Harbor ing 
a Fugitive. She was askec if she has ever been charged with a felony 
before? She answered No. 

Mr. Robinson aksed 1? the first time Arnold or 3radford made any: 
sexual advances toward her was after they left the motel in MoCall? 

Wi ness refused to answer. ‘She was asked what happened when Mr, Arnold put 
his arm around her shoulder and reached for her breast, after they left 
MeCull, and what did he say? She said that she did not sage remember. 

She was asked if any proposicions sexually were made? She said she didn't 
remember. Mr. Robinson asked while the four people were in the car did 

Mr. Bradford nake any comments or advances? She said not really he just 
Kind of laughed. She asked if she asked Mr. rnold to stop? She said 

that she moved away from him and asked him to stop. She said that she 

then asked r. Arnold zo stop ir order that she could go to the bathroom, 
Mr. Robinson asked if there was any conversation between Mr. Creech, 
Bradford and Arnold bet e stopping tne car? She said that she wasn't sure. 
She was asked how Creech became awere of sexual advances? She said that 
she told him, She was asked if he knew thet she was pregnant at that 

time? She said that he knew. 16 was asked when the child was born? 

She answered June 30, 1°75 

4n. Robinson asked t 


EE d dad A 


tonat sne testified.that after $ 
A Speech just turne and sot Mr, 
he Approved: saying anything about the 
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advances? She said he knew. She was asked if she knew of any incident 
when Mr. Bradford held a knife >t the throat of Mr. Creech? She said 
that she didn't see any. She w.. asked if when she was picked up if she 
TONS M & statement that they nad held a knife at the defendants 
broat 

Objection by Mr. Remaklus. 

Mr. Boy? asked if this had been under oath? 

Mp, Remaklus said that he did't know. 

The court said that a foundation had better ve . 

Mr. Robinson asked the witness if she recalled be 
taken into custody, by Officer Hill and later being taken 
Home, Idaho? She answered No. She was asked if she 
Freeman and Officer Woodall? She said that she did no 
but believes she remembers Mr. Woodall. She was asked if 
these men having & question and answer session with her 
She sai that she remebers being questioned. She was as 
tne statement about the imife at defendants throat 
No. was asked if she had been given the Miranda Warning or rights? 
She said that she did not remember, she does not remenber 3 
papers. She was asked if when she was in juvenile detention, at ise, 
Idaho, if she remebers telling officers that Mr. Bradford held knife at ^ 
the throat of the defendant? Don't know. She was asked if at any time she 
remembers having been given an oath. She answered she didn't imow, 

She was asked 1f she had taken LSD before her arrest! She answered No. 
She was asked if it was available? She answered No. She was asked if : 
Mr. Creech had? She answered No. She was asked how long it nad been before 
her arrest thet she had taken any drugs? Witness refused to answer. She 
was asked if there was some reason why she can't remember the surrounding 
circumstances? She said that she didn't know. 

She was asked if rights and forms were not given to her to sign at 
Glenns ? She said that she didn't know? She was asked if she wasn't 
given her rights more than once at Mountain Hone? She said that she didn't 
know, she refuse’ to sign anything at Mountain Home. Mr. Robinson asked - 
her about her education? She said that she had completed 10 grades and now 
had her GED. She was asked if she had ever been part of an organized bike 
elub?. Witness refused to answer. 

Mr. Robinson asked if at the site of the kill^ngs, if she had aided 
and assisted Mr, Creech in pulling the bodies to the ditch? She answered 
that she had not. She was asked if she recognized the blanket and sli 
bag? She answered she did not. She was asked if she kept back or had 


ZK 


she help cover the bodies with the bio ci and sleeping bag? She said that 
she had not helped defendant. Ihe was asked if she had kicked either of 2 
the mon efter they were dead? She answered No. She was asked if the d 
killings had made her sick and had she thrown up? She said No she had not. E: 
She was asked if these were the first men she had ever seen killed? She 5 
said that they were. She was asked how long they remained at the location E 
after the mən were killed? She answered about 5 minutes. She was asked if 4 
there were blood on the car seats end if they wiped it up? She said that * 
there was blood on the seat and it wasn't wiped up. She was asked if she 3 
had helped? She said that she hac just stood there. She was asked if she  . + 


had over mace any sound or cried out? Ske said that she did cry out "Oh 
My God! She said that she was frightened and sick. She was asked how 
it took them to get to Cascade, Idaho. She said she did't know that t 
went to a gas station anc tried to steal another car, she said that this 
Was near the court house, about two blocks away, she sat in the car while 
he tried to wire the wires under the dash H 
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She said that they were ther about 10 minutes, the oar could not be wired, 
as thére was no battery, they went back to the ca: that the men had been shot 
in and went on down the road, they were in Cascade about one-half hour. t 
Grove to some place where there were some buildings, so Mr. Creech 
sleep but didn't stay there long. 
She was asked if there was ever any conversation as te why he shot the. 
two men? She said that she asked him at Donnelly, but he never answered 


her. 
in the parking 


They then went on to a Lodge «nd among the cars i 
lot, ee ns could rest. It was a cold night so they left the heater 


going. 
was asked if she could drive a dar? She answered No. 
EE name. 
reces 300 o'clock p.m. 
Court SE uno o'clock p.m. 
Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 


Mr. Robinson asked if they attempted to push the 1956 car into the river? 
She said that they had after it ran out of gas. After that they had two E 
rides, first with a woman with a young child, then they were picked CR 
by & young man. 

She was asked about the smell of the 1956 car? She said that it had 
smelled bad, as Bradford had urinated in it. : 

Me, Robinson asked Miss Spaulding if she had been Dans "Old 2 
She refused to answer. He asked her if he was the father of her ? 
o answer. 

She was asked if Mr. Creech and her came to Lewiston from Kentucky? 
She refused to answer. She was asked if she was a member of a Satenio 
Cult? She refused to answer. She was asked if she had ever been at the 
MoCoy Ranch in California? She refused to answer. Ee 

Mr. Robinson said shat this concludes the cross examination, but E. 
requests that the witness be available to be called on the defendants case, 

Mr. Remaklus asked if when she was at Mountain Home and Glenns Ferry 
if she :odl the officers that Mr. Bradford had a knife at the throat of 
Thomas Creech and if she had why? She said that Tom had told her too. CS 

Hr. Robinson asked Miss Spaulding if this was in a conversation between 
her and Creech to put stories together as to how the killings occurred? E 
She seid that Tom Creech told Jim Marsh, at who's house they were steying 
about the killings, and then he told her again on the trip he Gleans 
Ferry to Mountain Home. 

There were no more questions, 

Mr. Remaklus asked Miss Spaulding if Mr. Creech told her to sey that 
Mr. Bradford held a knife to his throat? No answer. k 

The court said that the witness would be held available for the defendant 
to call on théis caso. 

Mp. Remaklus seid that they would like to make and Offer of Proof In 
the absence of the jury. 

Jury was ačmonishe and excused. 


Mr, Thomas said that the first offer was to relate to the name of 
Joe Carl Adams. He seid that the name of Joe Carl Adams was a name listed 
as an alias and identification in the defendant possession. They will 
offer to prove that the defendant, Thomas Sugene Creech between the time 
of the crime charged here ond his arrest Wered a 7-11 store in Boise, ; 
Idaho and robbed ít teking the identification from Joe Carl Adams. He 
H 
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He said that there is the testimony of Gene and Becky Hilby on the murder 
in Portland, Oregon. Before the defendant did so he advised them that 
he was threatened with a knife. The same in Salem, Oregon. The 
ciroumstanoes are the same here and this was raised in the oross-examina 
of defendant. Defendant opened this area up. „ 

Er. Robinson said that the Adams identification and otter evidence 
mentioned by Mr. Thomas, points to evidence in other crimes and is 
prejudicial. 

The jury was returned and it was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Hemaklus stated to the court at this time, that the State rests, 

The jury was admonished and dismissed for the evening. 


Mr. Robinson made a Motion to the court to Dismiss this yet ges 
the defendant the Plaintiff failed to prove the charges filed 


thy defendant. 
The court stated that this Motion would be denied. 


Mr. Robinson asked the court if it would listen to argument 
limiting testimony, he said that the defense is going to make a t 
of the life of Thomas Eugene Creech, giving the reasons 
but will deny the double murder acouseó of here as he 
orime. He said that the testimony will commence with 
the defendant was involved in, in 1956, as to the invo. 
cult, involvment in drug traffic, as a hit man for a 
up to getting himself captured to find security in law 
chere were several contracts out for him. He is going to 
statements on his own war on drugs and rapists, and to 
statement made by him to save the other person no did the 
Mr. Bradférd and Mr. Arnold. He said that he feels that 
the defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech is important, needed and 


He would like ruling on expert witnesses of Satanic Cult and bikers, 
&S to his restriction to witnesses. 

Me will make and Offer of Proof after the testimony of defendant and 
anticipates expert testimony will be called on all sessions on polygraph s 
and sodium pentothol tests by the State, these wil) be submitted to the d 
court before producing witnesses., He said that he anticipates the Et 
direction of the State and those witnesses requested to recall will be to KE 
establish crimes discovered by officers and that they have personal Ke: 
knowledge of. b 

The court said that he intends to adhere to his original ruling, there 
will be no testimony in this that isn't relevant. In the opening statment 
it wes ssid that any testimony about cults were going to have proof to 
prove relevant to this cese. He recognizes that Mr. Robinson would be 
able to go into the back gpund of defendant as a foundation for expert 
witnesses as to psychiatrists, not demon cults. 

Mp. Robinson saic that he must make the jury understand why this voluntary 
Statement was given. 

The court stated that complusion not a defense. 

Mr, Robinson not offering complusion as defense in Idaho but in other 
killings that were done under complusion until he broke away. 
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to the 
this is irrelevant and should not be submitted unless there is some Order 
to Show Cause. If this defense is to be made must be some showing other 


irrestponsible. he feels that the whole story must be told as 17 
the details to get to the jury so they can make a determination if the 
defendant is ty or not guilty. ; 

The court stated that he has only given two reasons why this material ` 
4s relevant. He said that he cannot ses why statement should be in S 
evidence when the court will not allow evidence. Can't see why massive 
detain to combat voluntary statement, or mental defect. 

Mr. Robinson said that he can assure the court that the basic testimony. 
on mental defect is necessary to lay foundation as to defendants life e 
after joining cvit. : 

The court said that it would limit ps hiatric to find of aental 
defect im n finding of mental disease, this would be so ruled, foundation 
must be layed first. 2 

The court said that an Order of Proof has to be reversed, have psychia 
testify and say he has mental defect. 

Hr. Robinson said that Dr. Heyrends is not available until next week, 
and he is tbe only witness to lay the way, if defendant not allowed to 
testify first, then other police officers. 

The court said that he felt that Mr. Robinson was embarking on a highly 
end extremely dangerous task and dangerous to olient, feels that this could 
prejudice the jur; and not accomplish one thing, if psyohiatrist not 
allowed to teatify. The court advised the defendant that any evidence 
given here could be used against him in other areas, so give this special 
consideration. 

Mr. Robinson said that he has told the defendant this. He said that he 
has r^t changed the facts that existed when he came on this case. He feels 
his duty as defendants attorney to save his life, to bring out this entire 
matter. 

The court said that he hasn't resolved how far Mr. Creech will go in 
his testimony. 

Mr. Robinson said that he has never been involved in a case as ihis. 

He assured the court that he is abiding by the rules and not attempting 
to make spectatular matter of this case, he honéstly believes that this 
is a only chance that the defendant has to relate entire matter as 
stated. 

The court said that he is advised that defense intends to put on any d 
relevant testimony for defendant on the commission of his ats and the 5 
voluntary statment. He feels that in ruling on tis he feels bound io j 
establish rules, he is not going to state that under this ruling that the 
defendant is going to e allowed to prove all you plan to, he doesn't know 
how he could. ; 

Me. Robinson said that he would attempt to prepare opening stateumant 
in a restricted way. 

Mr. Thomas said thet defense attorney im licht of representation o^ 
Dr. Heyrenés testimony, that the reports have been submitted and it 
appears un unlikely lat mental defect c be proven. 
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If the statement does not conform to the opinion of the doctor, he ` 
will be putting something in not included at all, ; oe 
The seport of Dr. Heyrends will be handed $o the court. 
Mr. Robinson said that in a conversation with 22 he stated 
mation which 


Ocotber 6, 1976 
Doi 


that he failed to cover the area of the last ordered 
took place Sept. 25th and 26th, at which examination Mr. Wickersham and Mr 
Palmer were present. 

Court recessed at 5:20 p.m. 


. 


NINTH DAY 


One Hundred Ninety Ninth | 
October 16, 1975 
9:30 o'clock a.m. 
Present as before 


The court said that in view of the fact that counsel required some 
1dance in this case, and in order that defendant does not claim th 

8-201 mental desease or iefect, the court will not permit any 
report based on past conduct. R 

The court has previously ruled that the State cannot prove crimes in 
other jurisdictions without the defendant opening up the opportunity, if 
this happens then the State can come back in rebuttal and prove this. 

The court said that no results of polygraph or truth serum will be 
edmissable in this case. ; 

My. Robinson made a statment that in going into his case and if he 
fail in disclosure he is opening a pandora box and the State can open : 
thi: up on rebuttal on out of state orimes. 

Court this is correct. 


Jury was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 
Mr. Robinson made his opening statement to the court and jury. 


"homas Eugene Creech, defendant was called sworn and direct examined 
by Mr. Robinson. fe stated that Thomas Eugene Creech is his true and 
ane. He understands were he of the mind that he is not made 
; in this matter, if he does not went to, but he does go wish 
in this matter. 

i thas he wes born in ayton, Ohio on Sept. 9, 1950. His 


Jayton, Ohio for five years then moved to Mount Orab, Ghio where he attended 
the first ai" sraces of school. He has a halfesister, Eddie and a4 2 
halfesister rende, & sister Vircinia an? three bothers Bill, Jim and J. » 
They then moved to Lebanon, Ohio, and from there after about a year and 
a hal? t! nove’ to hamilton, Ohio. He said that he continued to go to 
ashool, stopped in the 11th grade. 

He > the nome they lived an she family, he said that his 
mother and h ecuently f end were always on the verge of 
separating, that they cet in 1969 or 1970. ke said that his 
relationship with 3 einen was fairly close, that he got along better 
with him than s nis lather was in heavy equipment business 
and Me mother oth als parents drank alot and 
fought me time when it was Xmas and the 

38 uo bill his mother. 
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Mr. Robinson asked the defendant if he had been baptised end when? . 
Defendant said that he had been baptised in the Baptist Church 
11 years ofaged, in Williamsberg, Ohio, with his sister, mother end 2 
brothers, then in the Church of Christ at the age of 13. 

Mr. Robinson asked the defendant if he had ever killed a human 
Defendant answered that he had. The first person was Danny Johnson, he 
knew him about a year before his death. He said that he had a girl geg 


Ohio. He had always felt tit Danny was responsible for the death of Sandy, 
so he drowned him and disposed of the body by weighing it down with sand 
bags and putting in a bottomless gravel pit. d 

He then went on a trip to California by forging a chc:' on his parents 
account for the amount of $500.00. He traveled bus, taking pA. 
got to San Francisco., He had no friends or relatives there so 8 d 
irst night in a bus depot, the second day he walked around and met a gir 
and went home with her. That night some black men jumped him and took 
all his money after beatinghim up. Having no money he went out on the 
streets and tried pan-handling. He met Larry Ramsey, a/k/a v Larry 
and established a friendship with him. Larry took him to a Hospitali 
House, which is a half-way house for people to go and get food, there is 
also alot of drugs tore. At this house he met Raymond Ramsey and Lare 
Fields. He said that there were alot of drugs in Union Square Park and 
he was asked if he wanted some, and ended up at this Fields house. While 
he was there this fellow made improper advances towards him, so he killed 
him. He took his money anc what baluables he could find. He was 16 years 
old at this time. 

After that he wired his folks, who sent him money snough to get back 


to Hamilton, Ohio. Things went alright for about a weak or two and then 4 
he and his father got into an argument over the forged check. He arranged 
to repay him and went to work at different jobs, such as fry cook and d = 


gas attendant. He was fired from the restraunt as tis safe came up 
missing $40.00. He then went to Dayton, Ohio, where he met up with Freddy Es 
Richardson, who was with the Chapter of the Outlaw Motor Cycle gang. He d 4 
became a member of the Outlaws. on becoming a prospect member he was S 
required to do so many contract killings. He gained the rank of Chief H 
Enforcer efter filling his five contracts. You had to be a prospector in 
the bikers before getting your patches and colors in the gang. He told 
about the five contracts. The first three contracts he said that be was E 
given a location and went there to some house, he walked in the door and 4 
all three person in the contracts were sitting on the floor, all flaked d 
out on drugs, sc he shot them, The other two contracts he gave a doge of 
bad drugs and they both died. This fulfilled his five contracts and he 
was edvanced to Chief Enforcer. This meant that he instructed other 
members in fulfilling contracts and their duties. He was to make sure that - 
any contract handed down was carried out. 
He was asked if the Outlaws engaged in drug Traffie? He answered that 
they did. 
He was askec if there was any particular religio. ^? the Bikers? E 
He answerec not really, all of them are not in tte Satanic Worhipera. 


He saic that he was introduced to she Satan Cult on his first trip to d 
Californie, he becane a member in 1 55. Aj i 
b 4 

. j 
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On Sept. 27, 1967 he went into the Ar. 7, he had his basic training at 
Fort Bening, Ga., he was there for 6 weeks and petant as Buck Sgt.. 

He went home, on leave for 1l days, and stayed 30 instead. Durin is 
time he married Imogene Fredricks on January 3, 1968. As a result of his 
merriage he got an extension on his leave, but still overstayed this leave 
and was AWOL, He was caught by Hamilton detectives and sent back to 
Georgia for more training. He was sentenced to six months at hard labor 
and a 2/3rd pay deduction. He went AWOl again, after his wife called and 
said that she was having problems and was pregnant. He tried to get 

leave and couldn't, so went euyway. He was gone approximately one month 
again, and picked up by the Hamilton authorities and returned to Kentucky, 
to the Federal Holding Facilities at Fort Knox stockade. He was given a 
special court martial and got ‘six months at hard labor and a 2/3 pay 3 
deduction cust again. He spent 60 days and lost his pay, then returned e 
to active duty. Right after his release he went AWOL again and went to zm 
Hamilton, Ohio, then to Ventura, California. Two months later he was 
arrested for being drunk on a public freeway and returned by the State 
Police and put in the marine brig, in the Fort Riley Stockade. He was 
given a special court martial again and got six months at hard labor and 
a 2/3 pay out, He again went AWOL ard went back to Ohio, he was picked 
up and sent to Fort jamin, then to Fort Riley and given another court 
martial. He tried to escape from there but he was not successfr.l and 
received a further sentence. He then tried to cut a Guard with a rasor 
blade, and spent one month in maxirum security. He was sent to Fort 
Leavenworth to the disciplinary Bureau, in ansas and sentenced to a 
total of 18 months to 5 years. He served most of this until he escaped 
in Nov. 1968, with two other men, one of these was Charles Engleberger, 
they went to Norton Kansas to Charles sisters house, by stolen auto. 
Charles turned himself in and he went on to Ohio, using epther stolen car 
and traveling at night. He got to Hamilton, Ohio and sold the stolen car 
to his brother, Bill. He was again picked up in Dec. 1968. 

While he was in Ohio at that time he was involved in the kil of 
another man called Ski, He said that he and this man were at a Village 
Inn drinking and this Ski made derogatory remarks about his wife so he 
shot him with a 32 automatic. 

On Sept. 22, 1968 his child was born, named Cricket, and on the last 
AWOL trip he and his wife were having problems and suing for divorce. 

Jury was admonished an? excused. 

Court recessed 19:35 a.m. a 

Court reconvened 10:47 a.m. 

Jury returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Mr. Robinson continued to question the defendant. He asked him if 
the body of Danny Johnson had ever been found? Defendant answered that he 
was not sure. He was asked if the body of the homo sexual in Calif, the ^ 
persons killed cr the five contracts or the body of Ski he” ever been 1 
found. He said that he was not sure, that when he shot ^ , he just let i 
him lay where he uad been shot. 4 

4 
3 


O one id si 


4 


He was picked up on Dec. 2, 1905 and returned to Leavenworth to io 
the remainder of his sentence. in June 4, 1959 he was discharged with 
an Dishonorable Discharge. ie said that he had been granted some clemency, 
as one of the gurards had been bringing in acid (LSD) and one of his 
friends had died from the drugs, so he went to the security officers and 4 
they gave him money to make an buy an for helping them he was granted $ 
clemency and was totally discharged. He then went back to Hamilton, Ohio 3 
and went to work. =} 
file ne was in the service, *reddie Approved; Richardson haw been stripped ` 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO ) 9701 


vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


\ 
Defendant 


(CONTINUED) 


of his colors in the O,tlaws. After he got back from the service he made 
& couple of drug runs Por the Outlaws. 

He was arrested on July 27, 1969 for committing armed , along 
with him was his brother Bill and a Clifford Smith. He made a plea 
bargain and he entered a plea of Guilty to unarmed robbery and was given 
a sentence to Ohio State Penitentiary, sentencing on Dec. 11, 1969. He 
was taken from there to the reformatory in Mansfield, Ohio, along with 
his brother Pill. At the reformatory he got into a couple of fights with 
a lifer who tried to make a sissy out of him. He threw hot tea on him E 
and they sent him to the hole for 30 days. After that he transferred | 
to Lebanon Corpectional Secutity, where he picked another and was 3 
sent to Lima State Hospital for the criminally insane on July ik, 1970. 
Before he was sent to the Hospital for the Crimina)ly 
Chillicothe Prison, and during this time his mother and father cane 
visit him, while on one of those visits his father had e heart attack end 
died. He said that he tried to help him and he sent for an inmate nurse 
to get for his father. The nurse took his S 
mirutes ore he got there and his father died in Be 
tried to kill the nurse then tried to himself, tnis 1s why he was 
sent to the Mental Hospital. He was in Stes Hospital from pene th, 


October 6, 1975 
Bote 


1970 until Sept. 1l, 1971. He said that wierd really 
there and he explained this to the jury. He said t he was 
strong ward for a couple of months then worked under supervision, then 
tried to escape and was put in maximum security, then put in nae" 
ward and werked with old men, while there was quite a few 

he was transferred back to Chillicothe on “spt Th, 1971 until Dec, 
1971, he was then put on parole and was not supposed to leave the 
There were other conditions of this parole as he was to find work , was 
not marry without permission, could have no firearms and report to his 
parole officer twice a week. He said that he got work for a fur \iture 
auction but quit because of the pay. He then worked as a tree surgeon as 
an apprentice for two months. He was reunited with his mother who had 
remarried a Donald Glubber, they were living in Hamilton, Ohi». His 
next employment was in running drugs from State to State. He became 
involved through this weeker with Peter Simons who was one of the 
bikers. He ran drugs for the bikers out of Dayton, Ohio to Indianapolis 
and Salt Lake City. He got the cars that these drugs were transported 
in from the people he worked for, which was company called Acon, He ran 
drugs in the fall o? 1972. Before that time after he was released from 
prison he killed a perscn called Cery Whitesell who had at one time 
Stolen $200.00 from his father, this took place at Four Mile Creek on 

the outskirts of Hamilton, ne shot him with & 22 pistol and threw his 
body in the creek. He killed six other persons during this time, one 

in Covenington, Ky, a Don Anderson in Newport, Sy and four others all 

of whom had done something wroig to hia Sather. 

He stated that he had attended rituals in the Satanic Cult consisting 
of human sacrifices, two in Salt Lake, 2 or 3 in Ogden, Utah, two or 
three in Tulsa and two or three in Seaver, Uteh, these persons were killed 
by priests of the Order but he was in attendance. 

Regarding his work in drug traf . Ee said that efter his first trip 
to Indianapolisa and Utah, he anade ips for con Auto Transport Agency to 
a Harry Schaffer and a Cien R . He sais that he received personal 
instructions from each man he w à for in drug traffic. 

Me. Remaklus asked if theses sre ‘ust names as they are all lumped 
together, he dosen't iknow who people are, foundation mast be laid. 


ses "T d uz 
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said tha 

Sanches, 

pecetved 
Jury was 
Me. Remaklua 
Ms. Robinson 

4efenódan. was 

and feels the te 

here in this 
The covrt said taat it can see no relevancy. es 
Mr. Robinson made statment to the court. 5 
Mr. Remaklus seid that this series o^ events is strictly irrelevant, 


no bearing on this charge, just ar spting to add names and flavor on a 
a fa» afield frou ‘his charge. 

„ Roblason as a .esult of Paul Scharaders death events followed 
es P There vere 2 other deaths in Tuson on the basis of 
£ death. 


The cours said it coula not understend what this trial bad to en 
with all theses facts. 

Mr. Hobinson said that he felt that it was very relevant. 

Mr. Remaklus said that there i» no explanetions that goes from one 
death to enéther. 

The i we» s*atement. 

Mr. ! ms said that he didn't think that the story was go to b: 
this prolonged. — 

The court s\atec thet it understands that mental defect and mental 
diseass but feels that this should be dea:twith direotly, why ali these 
stories on killing? 

Jurors vere returned and aducnished for lunch. 

Court recessed 11 3)5 a. >, 


—— s 


$ 


ede gra ^ 
vet 
ye 


— - go 


[^ 

2 He vas asked if ne zad killed Gor 
and be ses im the 
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E 


also 
same time as he killed two newscas 
a contract out on hia, after he shot hia 


(walter Henshaw) a biker for Banditos because 
omasines accident, 


> ated all present. 

Mr. Robinson asked him if he bad killed others not described here 
before? He answered that he had. 

He was asked if he vas personally acquainted with Anton Lavoy3 He 
said he was when he joined the Satanic Cult in 1968 in San Francisco, he 
probably in 2 — five times, 2 or 3 of these times were ast the 

ces 


. There was a meeting of the priests under him, he 
had been ordained as Satanic Priest by Lavgpréwdien Prancisco, He 4 


that in this ceremony of ordination in the cul pr wus 
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He said that 


Colorado. 
He said at that ; „ they deli 
He asid that Arnold 
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traffic. 


was asked when he first set Tom Arnold? 
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The court said that exhibit #55 and exhibit #56 will be admitted for ` 


tha 

Mr. Robinson asked the defendantif he killed Mr. Arnold end Mr. 
Bradfurd! Defendant answered that he had not. He said that he was told 
by Mr. Freeman if he made the statement that Carol would go free. ` 

He made the statement for Carol, Dan and the other to 
them. He bad a contract out on hiw anyway and he was of 
involyment in drugs and the killings. Hə knew that he was = 
Portland and Salen, Oregon, He is on the ten most wanted list 

He was esked regarding his transportation from Glenns LJ 
Mountain Home and beck on Nov. „ if? , he said that he does 
All of it. He was asked if he camente when eng ag mile post 8 
He said that he may have commented about — * car ES K : 
went by. e was asked how long he staye ey 
be wes arraigned the day ofter his arrest and then taken o Ada 
aad was in the custody of Sheriff Palmer. He said that he was 
counse à X", ard Hower. 

He sail thet he remembers beins questioned about the 
Dean in Portland, Oregon but he is not sure that he aĉui 
uta, nor is he sure that he said anything in regards to 
in en, Oregon. Fe said thet bis counselor advised him that he 
talk to the Portlend Officers if he knew anything. He stated that a 
he was incarcerated at Boise, Idaho he talked to Mr. Mason , 
Stanton murcer in Nev., and they found chat body. After tha: b 
talking about everything to Sheriff Pelmer and officers from other | 
about everything. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDANO IN AND POR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE E 
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conversation with Mr. Palmer and Hr. Mason and Sgt. 
remember what was said. He said that he was badly up Le nns ] 
be said was sponteneous, % just doesn't remember any that he wi 
" He wasasked again if he illed Arnold and Bradford? He said that he 
did not. 

MR. Robinson asked his if ne had reduced to writing on Mar. 3, 1975 
the testimony of his lifes histor; en the events just testified to? 

Me. Creech said that he wrote a manuscript bu. it is not like the 
testimony here today, thia manuscript vas written tecause he wanted everyone 
to know just what had happened. This was delivered to Xen Mathew, Mr. E. 
Palmer and Mr. Mason. This was partially typed ani the writing was his ` 
in the reminder of the script. He saig that the reason he wanted 
to know about this, was thet all Satine Cults shold he stopped, that 
the killings sre wrong. ie wanted to help other people so er wouldn't 
follow the same path as he had. iie said that during his incarceration 
he nas tried to write many poems. In these poems he related to the 
killings and the .ircusstanoos testified to until this tine, 

Mr. Robinson asked for a recess so that ne sight consult with his 
client, before endins the direc: exasin&tiíon. 

The jury was ac*onisheó and excused. 

Court recessed 4:15 o'cloek 7". 
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QI Creeck $t? He asked if book 
contained doctrine Gol "the u. — that it 
did, % < ; for many of the a ties. 


re-offered e 
Ob jection Mr. Rezaklus. 
Court sus 


now is undecided between God and Satan. 

He was asked if at any other time he had ever been piaced under oath 
regard this trial or charge against hin? He said that he nad been 
the t proceedings. That prior to the trial set on 


both ache and out of State Officers. ‘ome of these tests were under 
drugs and one was polygraph tests. He voluntarily submitted to a session 
by hypnosis. 

Mr. Robinson seid that was the end of his questioning. 

Mr, Remaklus cross examined the defendant. ls asked him wao was 
the first son be killed? He said that this was Danny Johnson an! he 
was 16 or 17 years old ut the tine. Ne desoribed Danny as being a sissy, 
no class, no heart or queer. e drowned Danny because he killed his 
girl friend Sandy Scott. After that he took off on a aight seeing trip 
towards California. He said that he had trouble in San Francisco. Je 
Was asked about his acquaintance with Preddy Richardson? He said tuat he 
was shot in .»rtlanó, Oregon, He was asked about Gen Hillbpy? The 
Defendant pointed him out in the courtroom, said that he knew bin before 
he was in Portland. r. iensklus asked him when his daaghter, Cricket 
was born? He said Sept. 22, 1965. lie asked where she was now? The 
Defendent said thas she is with her mother, they were in Brentwood, Cal. 
don't know where she is now. 0 tter D Cee. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND POR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Mr. Remaklus aded i7 ne had ever uade a statemen: ing 
received $10,000.00 to seek out Paul Schrade>? He said that he had. 


— Exhibit No. o5 (statement) marked, identified, offer -d and 
Mr. Remaklus ased if instead of $10,000.90 if he only received $1,500.00? 
Be said that this was true. 
endent saic that after Arizona he Sanches, this was not a contract and 
was not for money. He sai that there were two men in Tuson that had raped: 
his wife, Thomasine, there was no mg: involved for those. He said that 
there was a Vivisn Orant Robinson that was for a contract and he wes paid 
for this. In Aug. 197, there waa JO JO who was a rival biker, there was 
no contract nor money for him. ie said that J0jo wes a deaf mute. In 
Seattle, n. there was a Joe Dega there was a contract, but this was also 
for personal reasons. There was als a David .raneo, who was shot in the 
leg when he was in Seattle, wn, later killed and put in burial grounds at 
Beaver, Utah, nere was no soney for this. Me said that he received 
in Mexico, Sali Lake Clty and Aurona, Colorado killings, not cure how e 
He was asked about ed at a dude ranch? He said that this killing was 
ordered by national counsel, but he Jid it ior personal reasons, no money. 
Weco was personal reason, not contract. Billy Dean in Portland, Ore. was 
no* & contract. 

PR was asked if he bad started writing manuscript of life story? 
We said that be hac. He was writing tnis to help others, he was asked if 
all of it was correct’? he said it was not H 
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STATE OF IDAHO, — 


He testified that he Klee 3 Mexicans in New Mexico, this was not 
a contract or for ei, e said that these three bodies were sume 
t Bud Mason went to lc." for with him, but found nothing. 

Jury was admonished anu excused. 

Court recessed 10:30 &.5. 

Court reconvenbé e a.m. 

Jury returned, and 1t was stipulated all present. 

Mr. Remaklus questioned the defendants regarding a Tom Sage ia 
Oot. 1974 at Barstow, Calif? 
Plaintiffs Exhibit No. 56 (rboto) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 
Be was questioned regaring the killing of "John Boy"? He said that he 
did this, but got no money for this. 

Defendant testified that bo willed three wen in Montana, there were 
no contracts on them, their names were Jeff Oslo, Walter Curtabaw a perzon 
called Carey end then there was e nswoas'^r called Terry, who was the first 
one he kille^ in Montana. There wer no ee on any of these zen. 

He was asked if he bac talked to a detective, si.liam Soorzano, 
and told him about 100 bodies ouried at the MeCoy lan The defendant 
said that he had talked to him, bu: there was not that sany bodies. 
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Plaintiff's HUH ! etter .apkec, identified, offered and admitted. 


tm. Remaklus asked i je letter etated that the organization was 
holding his wife anc da et id 

Fr. Remaklus ther question 
that he was in Lewiston wi &rol 
Arnold and Sradford, b s Ne à 

ei. —— — poem. 
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arnold runner, that he s 
and talked WE 8 Dee 
they were that they left the 
Reservation drove to Grangeville. i 
Grangeville Spaulding, Den and another f 
stopped t^ how many beer he had, 
said he didn‘ 1d the coat to buy 
there? He said tbat as 
the cout 


at 


e rpg 
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He said | 

he let 3 
was & j 
Lewd J 
in it | 
death . j 
when lle? He enswered it was. was it dark when he left 4 
th scene? he said that it was. he was asked bow l they were } 
ac 1 


death scene? He said thst he did not know, After left wey 
topped at Cascade for about one-half hour, wanted to rest, but only s 
few minutes then went on to Cougar Mountain Lodge, and rested there, i 
was day light when they left there. Carol and he headed for Boise, there 
they met Jim Marsh. He was asked if he and Marsh robbed a 7-11 store in 
Boise? He said that they had and that is where State's Exhibit #22, the 
was used by him. That is where a man called, Joe Carl Adams was the 
erk and robbed, ne took nis identification, the same he used at Glenns 
Perry when arrested. 

Be was questioned next how he traveled to Glenn Perry? He said 
that they rode into Geleuns verry with ern Paul sinters, who picked thes 
up on the interstate. e said that he remenbers T. Rivers and Carol 
going in a cafe for coffee and recalls being stopped by the officers, they 
were taken to the police station where he talked to Officer Preeman, they 
were then transported by officers to Mountain Home. He and Carol rode in 
the back seat of the police car on the way to Mountain Howe. After they 
arrived at Mountain Home he met invrostigator Woodall. 

He vas asked if he máje a voluntary statwent there’ He said that 
he had, This statement was made in the presence of r. Woodall, Mr. 
Maxwell and Mr. Hill was there part time. 

He was asked if his right? had been given him? He said they had 
been read to him, but he does n rewenber signing these. 
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State's Exhibit No. 60 (cen) marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


Defendant was questioned regarding a letter to Gene lillbee, after 
this Lisi stevted? He said tuat he did write tue letter, but it was not 
to influence the testimony of im. Hlilbee. 


State's Exhibit Yo. 69 (let marked, identified, offered and admitted. 


MP. ena kus asked hia about the letter that he wrote to Capel 
Spaulding? Defendant sald that he wrote the letter, but he didn't ask her | 
to lie for Lim, Lut to come forth with the truth. He wanted to know wh | 
she sold, "bar he was going to shoot her if she ran 4 from the car 
the two men were shot. He didn't ask her to say that Den anc the other | 
girl shot the two zen, "raóforó and Arnold, but to tell what really happened. — 

ir. iobinson reecirect examined the defendant. He said thet in 1 
pesards to Paul Schrader xilliag, how much money did he receive’ Defendant E 

d that the total contract was for 510,000.00, but he only ~eceived ` 
$1 ,5000.00, this was pai? by Peter Simon. ie was asked wort would happen 
if he felled to complete a contract? "e answered that his colors would be i 
taken ev and a contract would have been put out on bim. | 
sitnoss excused. 

4r. Schrieber was celled, and direct examined by Xr. Robinson. | 
He was asked if he p eviously testified that during the h or 5 daya that | 
er enden wes in the Spaulding house «ith ;arol, there were phone calls 1 
and how many? “itness answered that there were a ooupie, made by the 
defendant, he was not sure. e was aot even aure of the exact number of 
days they were at the Me e was askeg j Long e time had it been 
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bis signature was appi:*ó to the statenent. and just at the beginning of 
— of the — when he said ‘I 4. 18. I Ad it". He said 


that the defendent «as "oar Less and pervous at this tine. 

He was askod t he bec wade any discovery about the Buick being 
in Nox Meadcwr vitu lo 249p!* in 2t! He answered that he had, that be 
143 onteat the owmarè cf e per amd found out thet five people nec 
Aë ther? >t wars KOS the “ive prople connected with this uatter. This 
ae virifled 

Mr oe on sched if in the courte of his invescigation did be 


„Beer oat thr krere Dbodg.3 cf ths voat sonrer, or did he know one was 
Weil en until tis r.al! e iai) that hs learned about it during bis 
i$ astige tion 
Officer Nex .! a .xouse 
Buc Meso" psy ourly sworn was recelled end examined by Mr. 
Rbi 12h Je war siked wher irst cany into contact with the defendant? 
He reid toat this was or À , 3574, at Mountain Home, Idaso, He said 


thet uc belpad with the inves sation and nelped transport the cefendant 
¿iong wath Carol Spauidins t asvade, Idaho. e said that " tee with 
the dafendent on the way ^ro jounteir Some to Cascade, Idaho. He said 

sha: the defuncar' a de > renda warving befope tois questioning. 
Hs sai? that wh'i> h^ w alkin 


afendant on the way beck so Cascade, 
keen tel¢ hia änt o zw - the beck seat Uhreateneó bia with a 

"dfe sc ba shut e ala ed hat he killed Gordy (Gorcon Stanton) 
in Hevadt Be aa ^ ve had bears of Gordon 


aten Dors dr notaer, looking 
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for him, as he was enroute to be th ber while she bad open heart surgery. 
She saw his picture on Tv, and called the Stata Police 

Tra Deiendant was sup.oseó to have been the last person seen with Stanton. 
so he asked him about it. Defendant told hia that 
co Stanton through Ernie Small. ir. :obinson asked if 
she defendant of the location of Stantons body? He sai 
Robinsor ther. asked him how long was it before checked th 

de said three days later end that a body had been . le was asked 
if there was ether conversations 1 Be said was 
not. He said that he ad contacted the defendant many times while he was 
in Ada County Jail, regarding out of state killings, ‘fhe next out of stai 
wetter was in Oregon, and throuzn information two bodies were found. He 
asced if any other bodies located through informa: Ee 


the defendant to locate body was to Albequeque, New Mexico in Feb, 25, 1975 
This was to search for three Mexican he alleged to have killed. X5 bodies 
were found. The next trip was from Boise to Cal 
either. ze was asked if he ever went to Wyoming or Montana with def t.? 
He said thet he had not. . Robinson asked if while they were in New 
Mexico if any positive identification had been made of ? 
Mason said that the owner of a horse corrall, who saw defendant pushing his 
bike on the ay above his plecs., He said that the trip to Barstow, 
Calif was the t trip. That follow ng the o lene orash it was ow 
for them to spend the night in Nevada. He said that be end the defendant, 
Creech stayed in a motel, the defendant was hand cuffed and shackled. Le 
said that the defendant was in the presence of Sheriff Palmer, Sst. Taylor, 
end himself when any conversations about being in the Nevada 1041 

place. Hs had seid at that tiae thet be was afraid to be placed in the 
Nevada jail, as he would never get out of Nevada. 

Mm. ble en asked if any other search for any other bodies was 
made by not going out of the state? ir, Mason said that many such searchs 
were conduc ied. 

Mr. &obinson aske? how aeny bofies ware found through information 
giron by defendant; Mr. Mason said that < at Dounelly, Ida, 1 ev. 

2 in Ore.. He was asked how many bodios in Calif? Nr. Mason said none. 

Mr. Remaklus exasíneó Mr. Mason? He asked if the two bodies at 
Donnelly, Ida, was Bradford ani Arnold, the bodies in Oregon were William 
Dean anc Ze a iansu00g? * 

Mp». Mason said that they vere. 1 

it was stipulated that Ip. Mason could be exoused. | 

Charles Palmep. previously sworn was recalled to the stand and ^ 
exemined by r. Robinson, “heriff of Ada County. Se related upon questioning E 
that he received the defendant into his custody on the first part of Nov., 2 
1975. After he wes brought to the Ada County Jail, they began having H 
probleas with the defendant, at ome Lian he went to the jail and the fondant ^ 
wss .aying on the floor, apparently In a seicure of some kind. Hec ved j 
u. % officers trying to talk to hia but they were having problems doing $0. 
He said that be went up to the deferdent and tele to snap, he want ' to 
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teik to him, ao he did. Xr. Robinson asked if the defendant inflicte. any 
injury to himself et that time? He said he did not. te was asked if the 
d fondant was interrigated on out of state iuvolyments about a week after 
tiie seir re, an? then went with Sead Mason aosewhere? Ze said that there 
ses an interview an jie was taped somewhere, chere were also vídeo tapes 
on two different occassions. he fi 

the defendant to identify location of bo 

of Bick McKenzie was located sere, pres 
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Taylor, the páes pilot, sowe Wyoming officers and himself. He said that 
they tried to locate anovher body, that of waco, but didn't find 
He was asked if ne was on the trip with Mason and the defendant 


Asked if any bodies had been locased prior to their trip 

He said that there was a body found, but not enough evidence to 

and file a complain: against the defendant. He was also on 
California when the piane crashed. After the crash he stayed 

Mr. Taylor and the defendant. e said that the defendant was concerned 
about being in Nevade jail so the decided to keep in a motel room. 

was nandecuffeód, face down on the bed. Mr. Robinson asked if any of the 
information given to them by defendant had resolved any deaths o 
state, in G .? He said that there was a Vivian Grant Robinson, there 
were others talked about but not verified. He was questioned about 
killings in Arizona? Mr. Palmer seid that he was tried for Paul Schrader, 
and have two more deaths being verified, a Charles Miller in 

orden Stanton, In Oregon he hes no knowl except for the one in 
Portland and one in Salem. He has pc knowl of any in Wash. 
there wes "Lk MoKenzie in „ none in and none in Colorado 
the best of his knowledge. described the efforts in 


pentothol, ereph end is. Mr. Robinson asked 
ever edvised of his invoivaent in the Satanic Cult? He sai 
that he had, and that he had asked for a satanic bible. Mr, Robinson asked 
if the defendant was ever freaie?s out over o the cevil was working 
on him? Sheriff Palmer said thet he observed the endant in the 
solitary cell, he claimed that blood was running througt tu cell, but this 
was merely faked on „ part of defendant. Ee asked ihe witness ir 
defendant ever aóv's | biz that he witnessed satanic cult deaths? Mr. 
Palmer said defendant had mentioned this. He said that defendant said 
that sacrifices had been in Montana, Seattle, Wn., San D » Ca, Utah. 
He said that searches hac been made of thise areac desor by the 
defendant, but nothing found in the way of burial grounds. He was asked 
if pioutes of a satanic cult was found in eny of the ereas? He said 
thet there ha been, but no burial grounds found. 

Jury admonished. 

Court recessed 2:25 p.m. 

Court reconvened 2:57 p.m. 

Jurors returned end Lt was stipuleted all present. 

Mr. Thomas examined ‘©. Palmer. He asked if the defendant had ever 
admitting given the authorities false leads? Se said that he had admitted 
to this. As one exemple, he went to California and on this chase it was 


o 
TO 


ee e ës 


et a way to get owt of jail, also to the Calico Mine ares in Calif., no à 
boidies were ever oun: Shere. ne defendant kept changing his story, in 5 
fect the information given by defendant turned out to be false. i 
Mr. Robinson asked if the defendant would be considered a hostile i 
witness? Mr. alter anseres? 50. | 
Mr. Thomas aake heri alner why they kept looking when they 
received information fr efenóant and they knew Le didn't always teli 
them the trut He zoi hat the jefendaz zun very convencing. | 
‘He was asked M sa te'a ‘ s brought to the i 
defendan 1 H 
© ove is ed the killing o 
Approved: 
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Bradford or Arnold with him? Sheriff Paluer said that when they were in 
the detective annex, prior to the trip to Calif. present was a Mr. Dykes,- 


Lt. Mann, defendant and himself, the defendant did make a statement regarding 


Bradford and Arnold. The best reference to this would be to refer to 


area after don't know anything about then. He said tha; there 
een. that it was this mans own 


mine. 

It waa both parties that the witness could be excused. 
oni — * court ti: he was SR difficulty in 

ting . here, as was unable to arrange s schedule, but 

will be E ai If the State desires to put on any rebuttal 
at this time, out of order, there is no ob e: Ans by defense counsel. 

The court asked Mr. Thomas if bere to proceed on rebuttal 
at this time? ^ 

Mr. Thomas answered he was ready. 

The e A this change in proceedure to the jury. 

Gene „ 117 Kelso Drive, Kelso, Wn. was called, sworn 
and direct examined . Thomas. He seld that he was 27 years of age. 
He was askeé if he ever been convicted of a felony? &. iiy said 


that he wag convicted of possession of marijuana in 1975 and again in 

197 for hin¢ering prosecution. e was asked if he aad ever seen the 
defendant before? De sai? thet he had, he first met the defendant carly 

in Aug. et his house in beet and, Oregon. He described this meeting. 
He said that Linde Crandall brought the defendant by and introduced niu. 

He said that they watched TV, hed a couple of beers, they had a brief 
conversation, waybe there a couple hours, and he and Linda left, ‘Then 
about two days later, about 2:59 a.m. the phone rang and Linda, who lived 
with then, came up and saic that ir. Creech was om the phone and in trouble, 


She told him that Creech was at this the church, where he was supposed to 
be a sexton, and he was hurt, that some tere hed stabbed hin, and he 
needed to go to the hospital. le said thet he took the first aid box and 


we t to the church, in his truck, this took about 10 to 15 minutes. He 
arrived at the church and parked e truck, ‘his was the St. "arks Episcopal 


Church. e said that the een om Creech, caue up to the truck. He 
asked to see where he was hurt, am we showed his some mar) iis side 
and his stomach, looked like a scratch about 1 1/2 in. lon ere Was no 
blood and he saw no one else. Creecs asked for s 


there wore three bikers in e oburoh, Le i 
of the truck. He wanted hia à 
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men. He told him he wasn't going into the church. fom Creech told 

ait outaide, so he went around to the front of the ohurob anc 

we ans Pert. The defendant went up a flight of stairs isato the 
D 
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out an the truck, with the rifle under his arm. The defendant 
got into the truck and told him thet he had just killed someone, Be showed 
no emotions or fear. Ee wanted to go back into the church and get the 
other two guys. They went into the church, upstairs and turned left into 
a room, there was a man sitting on the couch, he had a red mark on his 
chest. E» salad ee if the man was danâ, and ho tolt Ma Pe MAL. He 
wanted to move the body to the river, and argued with him about . He 
said he just wanted to leave the church. eh. al, ln AE A8 
t a blanket, then wrapped the body in it, he then helped Creech the 
E to Creech's room, ne locked the door and they went to search the 
rest of the church, as he seid there were stili two wen in the . He 
said that he saw no one else and no other gun. He was told that dead 
om su 2. He told him how he came to 
church told about a Freddie Richardson who bad a suit case at the bus 
depot, he wanted to go to the depot and get tnis suit case as there was 
2 This ; was supposed to have ripped bim off. They (he 
ahd ) went to the depot and picked up a suitcase un 4-3 
back into the truck. Creech talked about making up some sort of & s e 
that this e: had gone for a gun so he shot him. After they got eut on 
the freeway rech went through the beg looking for some them threw 
the suit case out the window. He said that the defendant told him how 
feeaked out he was, that he didn't imow what to do. They went to his 
house. He seid that Creech went into the bathroom and be told Limde that 
he didn't want bim hanging around there. Creech cause out and told bim if 
he told anyone about this trouble that he would be sorry. He told that 


he was told to take the gun and throw in the river. He didn't do this, 
he wrapped in a coat and left it with another person. Ee went to sSay 
somewhere else after he isft the house as he didn't want to get into an 
arguuent with the defendant, ‘he next time that he saw the defendant was 


two nig.5s later. e and Linde Crandall cane over to the house where he 
was staying, this was on a Friday night, Aug. 1974. He said that he talked 
to the defendant and Linda, Creech wante im to help hin move the body. 
He told him to go get a rope end pistol, ; order to get rid of the 
defendant he told hin rt e wou meet him. Next day he went 
to the pélice, he told hin wa 1e knew an vat Creech was at the church, 
He said that he bad not told anyone else about this before going to the 
police station. „„ © Was 28590 DOK much time ne hed 
spent with the defendan™? e „ a total of ebout & hours all together. 
The last time he saw the defendan aforo today was that Friday might that 
he came te the house to tal o hin. e said that he spent four months 
in jeil on a hindering charge re.ave is case. 
State's Exhibit ) was identified. e sp mt he had been frightened 
about coming here f 
Jury was a e — 
Ju (a ek CEA 
A rec or 
= was romu i D al were present. 
Approved: 
Fee — B d pages. Me 
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Mr. Robinson cross exazined the witness. He asked if 
to the Portland, Oregon police was the same as given here? He said that 
it was. Regt BE Rede Big me mie hy Man he Ze Än 
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on stayed there, he didn't notify the police 
the police that something would happen 
t shen he left nis house that he took the rifle wi 
was loaded. ‘this rifle was taken to a Greg Stockards and buried, in 
opposite end of town from his home. This gun was finally given to the 
police the day he went to teli them the story. 

Witness was excused. 

There were no further witnesses at this time. 

Mr. Aobinson said that he had exexineó the material in the 
between defendant and Mr. Palmer and he has no objections and would stipulate 
to it, 

E "EO e Pali Uhal the transcript had not bean edited ao it would 
be admitted. e said to make sure of the material that was being read in. 

Mr. Thomas said that it would be cut out and submit the portion 
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stipulated to the fury, this is exhibit No. 49. He said that the interview 
between Palner and the defendant was typed from the tape. 

The court said that this is still pert of the rebuttal and given for 
limited purposes only, not for proof of de*endant guilt, only as to the j 


credibility as to the truth as defencan: as & witness. 
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( 
There were no more available witnesses by either party until 


It was stipulated that Officer Woodall could be exoused. 
Jury was admonished and excused. 
Court recessed l;:35 Olek p. 


SLEVENTH DAY 


The jury was returned nd it was stipulated all were present. 


J. Fred Hurst, Boise, Idaho, was SD 
by Mr. Robinson, he said that he is a „ licensed to practice 
in the State of Idaho. He has been in Boise for the last three and one-half 
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completed this examination, this was reduced to a written report. 
Defendants Exhibit J (Report Dr. Hurst) marked and identified. 
Dr. Hurst seid that in Dec. 197, he spent epproximately 5 hours dn the 


dant. He said that — Creech was a very cooperative individual. He 1 
obtained a trief nis of the patient. He said that he made seven different 


tests and us explained testa to the jury. He said that all the test | 
fell in the „ @xcept one was above average reasoning. He 

SÉ ae S L -— € 8 

at average level ng Arit Ge no s 

of any brein 1 ebase. were normal, his ity function 


in normal range. He wxplained this that as the defendant would make a 
statement his mood would change, his findings that his personality was 
dymatic, irratic. e said that in the 4.*.P.., test, which is d: used 
in several fields, and tolls many things, such as the reactions to adjuste 
ments to things. ‘the results of this test he noted a large amount of 
confusion, irratic and unpredictable method of coping with problems, and if 
he did this wes done with detechment. He did feel that the defendant was 
in touch with reality but responded to things wits irsatío detraction. 
Dr. burst said that after the tosts were made, it was his professional — 
opinion tha: the defendant one tions in an average range of u gene, 
he could hear and understand anc react to ins®puctions and coopers*ted with 
that he d an imsature sonality, he responded to situations 
n Le ceptance, he is defensive, 
stubborn an resists chan „ DR a rom people thet are around . 
i ; explerence, and at times is 

) , ome this makes the defendant 
^ think things over bo- 
"ter, He said that his 


o eh conis itanna alts D o closes a 


writcen ro: or a 
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Mr. Robinson asked Mr. Hurat what the difference in the fields of 


psycho. and psychia . Mr. Hurst said that psycho tric 

of the end ert lee, AE is done bys Sipe 

medical doctor, the approach is not too auch erent and the d is 

compateble. The field of is like an investigation for a 
times a 


He 
a Se Ay oe Se ar- He related the 
ABC e 
He 


said that the defendant told sting. that 
there was some tests in Salem, Ore, but they were not conclusive. He said 
that did, there wasn"t any evidence of brain 


Dr 
ts made on the defendant that no serious brain 


damage, no „ 80 made no recomendations to the court. 
Mr. 1 . Hurst. He seid that it was the 
t and no mental illness? Dr. Hurst said that this was 


vas 
Mr. said that he resides at Boise ie EL. weg 
in . He gave his educational background 

expierence. He that he has beer in Pribate practice for seven years, 
he was licensed in 956. He said that he bas been inoontact with the 
defendant, Thomas Creech on nuxerous occasions, some of them were quite 
lengthly. He sale that he first saw hix in the Ada County „ and sew 
him there approximately five vimos. He also visited his about 

t times. He said that he has also helped to interrigate the defendant 

hypnosis and other drugs. Mr. Robinson asked if on all of the visits 

defendant made to his office, if he was uncer the influence of some drug 
or 4s? Dr. Heyrend said that on all visits to his office Lew part 


the defendant was under drugs but part of that visit was before the 
defendant was given any rug or hypnosis. r. busen asked if he bad 
been hired or asked to make an evaluation of the defendant for the State 
of Idgho? He said that he bad. He was askec if he had veen hired 
himself or the defendant? Dr, Meyrenc answered he had not. Me. Robinson 
asked if in his examination he had gone over all the medical back ground 
and availed himself of all medical records, if he had gone through the 


brain screening for brain damage by Dr. Hurst? He said that he hed used 
De. Hursts help and report to aid hia, that he had looke at all the 
documents gathered by the law enforesmen® ane calked to the psychiatrist 
of the State of Oregon, also statements written by tne ‘efendant himself. 
He said on his first visit to the éefencan administered some medication 
to calm the defendant down, the following vis 10 t | to the defendant 
of himself as a person an j ry, both with an i chout the use of + 
Grugs. 
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ccoperative in the sessions, he was very 
end, Carol Spaul . 


thout any fore thoughs. 
must be good for others. 


to anything, emplovnent, wilitary service and 
4 his anability to relate to people. He 
of his s with the defendant, the defendant did 
the reason that the defendant was given mediciation was to keep D 
so that he would not evade the issue, as the defendant has a hard time 
holding toe point of time, goes sround in circles. The witness was asked 
if the defendent had been asked specific questions of she involwments, when 
medication had been administered; e answered that he bad. He said 


could make a evaluation. lie said that some of the questions asked revolved 
erourd his affiliation with both the Christian church and other churches 
how he became involved with the sat charon Bow he functioned as an 


observer and a priest. inson asked Lf be ever referred to hinself 

as Satin? Dr. eren sai at he late as only thru Satin in him, K 
not that he was Satan. ‘ ec i © hai seetde ever beard the defendant 

say he was Anton Lave ne defendant has come under the 

powers of this Zodi . " D tated, he didn't recall the 
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other murders? -- 
the defendant had, perhaps ho or so, and M 


Dr regards ^ rid 
defendant, what effect Deft. t #1 (Satanic Bible) would have on the ` 
defendant if this book had been accepted by the defendant? " 

Mr. Thomas objected. der, 

The court 4 this objection. m. 

Mr. Robinson seid that this question went to the ability of the 
defendant to act and malipulate people. He asked the Dootor if the S 
defendant tried this with him and was he successful? Zä 

Dr. Heyren? said that Le cetected that the defendant was trying to 
malipulate hia. ` 3 

Dr. Berrend was asked if he found any serious mental illness in 
his examination of the defendant? 

He answered that he did not 

The Jury was admonished 1:5. 

The court asked if there was any reason not to excuse the two 


doctors? 

Mr. Robinson asked Dr. Heyrend whether or not the accepting of the  —— 
satanic bible by the defendant would affeot nis behaviour? the Doe tor 
was asked if he had read this book? Pas 

Dr. He d said that he bad not but was aware of what it contained 
by representation impart by tue defendant. Ñe feels that this would not of 
make muoh difference in the pattern of benag 1 of the defendant, o 
what he had done all nis lite. — 
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The court asked we basis for the Offer of Proof? 
MP. Robinson presented argument and offered Defencant's &xhibit I, 
the Sataníc Bible. 

The court rejected this exhibit. 

a ae n ae ibn ae Maan ot Bony 
through tnesses, Bisbop of the iscopal Church an: anton Lavoy 
ef the Satanic cuit, the two total aspects of Christianity. Bishop Leger 
as to the satantic belief. The purpose of this is to show that the 
defendant is on one side of the fence, as far as religion, end then on the 

Mr. Thomas answered that he objected to this and there is no showing 
defendants belief is relevant to this case, so can see no reason to 
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sworn t - 
said resides at Box 261, Cataldo, Idaho and is tus 
— at the. -Idaho College, at Coeur d'Alene SÉ 


SE spurt of SE, Y 
EK of polygraph tests, as a polygraph examiner. 
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ri 
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back ani education. 
IS : acquainted with the defeadent the first time 
, 1 


at the request of . Robinson. He interviewed 3 
975 må once a week since Sept. 2, 1975. He sald ` 


that there was and that the defendant was an 


mete Se- stor. explained the polygraph test to the jug. 
a renn. mode 
or method? 
The witness said that there are standard test for this. He said 
that he followed this testing for defendant. 
He was asked were specific questions as to drugs, satanic 
matters and if his were ever reduced to writing? 


He said thet he ask questions on these matters and that he had 
made a written report based on his testing. 


Defendants Exhibit L(Stewart Report) marked, identified, offered (limited 
to Offer of Proof) and admitted. 


Zr. Robinson asked if base. on the palygreph te t, were the results 
reliable. He answered that they were. 

He was asked if he had taken the information from the tape and 
reduced to answers of certain questions, set forth by him? 

Mr. Stewart answered that he had. 

Mr. Thomas cosa examined the witness. le asked if the defendant 
had been interragated extensively before the polygraph test? 

Wr. Stewart said that he had not. He sald the he was aware of 
the fact, that the defendant had a polygraph test before. 

He was asked if he felt that the defendant didn’; cape if he was 
lying in the test and that it would have fect 
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See et a 
(CONTINUED) 
He said that he felt that the defendant was aware of this, but 
that tne defendant had been truthful with hia. 
Ae a or aa c 


eis ee A test. 

Mr. Thomas him in regards to the physioal s pects of 
defendant at time testing? He said that be didn't know as to blood 
pressure, eto 


tests had been prepared from other 
they had not. 
to the offer of proof, that evidence from a 


Exhibit had been admitted in its entire 


"uc | the J that this exhibit was admitted for 
7 pe t Mr. Robinson now waived all his 


ld that they wes not offering any more of the exhibit 


e = Sy moped for the general purpose, he feels that the 
bag Mea that he would treat the states offer as & separate 
could be handles on rebuttal. If they want the entire tape 
in beri then they can offer it. The state wanted to offer the entire 
and there was an objections from Mr. :ooinson and only a portion of 
tape was admitted. 

Mr. Robinson asked thet this portion of the tape be marked aa 


Me 
The court said that what has been marked as Plaintiffs exhibit 49, 
be marked as Defendants Exhibits 4, this includes the entire document. 
^ Defendants Exhibit M ( tape) marked. 
Mr. Thomas objected to the admission of tue entire document because 
evidence has been limited. 
The court sustained the object on and exhibit M denied. 


The jury was returned into court and i ." stipulated all wers 
The court said for the purpose of the record it will show that the 


court asked of counsel if there was any rebuttal? 
Dr. Michael Estess, 6003 Overland Dr 


aa e Ot) 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 


naw 
we 
THOMAS BUGENE CREECH ) October 6, 1976 


LJ 
t. His first meeting was at 


21. his office. 


He asked if the defendants 


answered Nc. * 
if he would term the defendants with moral insanity? — 
that be is not sure, as it is a term that he deng 
10 Someous having religious beliefs and that 


asked to describe defendants personality? He said 
to stress, L5 Ls resistant and peranoid. He has a 


2 4 ne fe 
d determine 
right from wrong, and coulda have conducted himself according to law? . 

Dr. tees answered that |» fel: that the defendant could have, 
The -curt said thet the oc Sor is not allowed to go into anything - 


and malice aforethought^ 
He answered he felt thet he was. 1 
In Nov. 4, 197) was the defendant capable se aforetnought, 
He aniwered Yes. Sec 
In answer to question he said that he feit that the defendant vas 
very cooperative, but wasn't always teliir m the th. S 


i 66 
"em ei. — — - 
us f 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
Sram OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


Plaintiff ) Docket Ne. 272011 


THOMAS KE Cheech n ) October 6, +318 


2 his satanic involvments, he said that he eg By dy ny 
sensational actions, that it was consistance with D dan e 
n. muse. Ke asked if most every 


(e Zoe of morai character Ls sin, He 
2 sanity. That christianity and satanic 


1974. 
m defendant for the record. 
; d Rare onor tnan seeine bin on wat dave, dió ne have 
t with defendant, ti! in this courtroou! 
they drove around in his car wita Carol and the 
an hour, they smoked som, pot and drank some beer. He 
Lg beck to her mothers early that evening. 
if he stayed in Lewiston taat night? 
tess answered that be went over co Clarkston, u. to 
rothers jouse, noore he Lives. Äe sald that he rene bers the date 
1 as he was at his sothers, his car battery tipped end 
Acid. He also went to chupeb ice tha. cay, the rest of the time he was 
with his mother. On Now. 4, 197) he spent the day frou 5 a.m. until 3 p 
‘mn cless. His mother drove him > ‘school as nis car wouldn't run seeause 
of the dead battery. He had the ar fixed that day so was nov in the 
vacinity of Donnelly, idaho. 


A 


He was asked if he killed Arnold or Sradford! Í 
Mr. Carey answered tra! ne had not. 
Mr. Robinson cross Ka ine Mr, Oare o asced if he was the 


"teer of Carol Spauldings child’ E, 
Objection by r. Remaklua, à 
Sasteined by rie court. 

The jury vas edsonished. 4 
Court recessed 5:35 o'cloc) p.m. 
Court reconvened 5:45 o'clock p.n. | 


Jury returned anc it was s j ail present. 


Mr. Remaklus said that è è nad moved more repi than he 
bag expected and hat no other witmessess are available until . 


Au AES 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


Plut | Dacket No. "771. 


* | 

THOMAS EUnENE CRICH ) t i 

CONTINU ED ————— 4 

t ) p 

He requests that the court recess until tomorrow, Ze, 21, 1:75. 
The jury vas adwoniaheód and excused for the day. 


TWELPTE DAY 


STATE OP IDAHO, 


9e čober 21, 1975 i 
Two Humdred Second Judicial Day 

9130 a.m. à 
Present as before 1 


it was stipulated all t. 
$ Ka Spzzl"ing, rc p was called, sworn and direct 
examined by r. Remaklus. She that she nas lived in Lewiston, Ida. fer 
seven 


e Lä, Spaulding. Mat she ires in the 


m went to 
Said that she is - quainteó with Dan C 


She re 

She was a. oí if she was in Donnelly, Idaho on Nov. 5, 197)? 

She answered she was noi. 

She «as asked if she took any part in the killing of Arnela or 
Bredford? 

Sue aid that she did not. 

"E. Robinsor cross exasines the witness, He asked if she had seen 
Carol or Tom Cresch on Nov. 2, 197,7 

She said that she had. 

She was asked 1^ she had gone to Clarkston on that day? She answered 


E so manod n aind hirs? Ee aid poo, then 
t beac it with trip. 
nn" ç? Sho answered es. 

she Bad Saba. pot on the vesk end ef Nev. 2, 1974? 


Hr. Robinson asked if she had gone to t>- worlds fair |. Kov. 3, 
1974 and the name of the Enudsons daughters 
ons sald that she hed gone to tue fair. The Madson girls names 
ee 


5o come and go ans she wished, 


"rule Knudsca, 2502 Sth, Lewiston, dne, was called, sworn end 
direct oxamine^ + ir, Remaklus. She is employed as a Deputy Assessor for 
Nex Perce County, Idaho. She said tha: she is acquainted with Kathy 
She was alked tved withimr! She said that deo ge, Judy, Pam end 
ander 


Om Now. , 197) she went to the worlds fair in Spokano, Wn. This 
was the last of the fair, and she took Judy, Pam, Lise and Ka 
Spaulding with bsr., Taty left Lewiston at approximately à 
home about 9:30 p.m. that night. She dropped Kathy off at 
wert on home. Later har gids went over o Katy hg 


—— 
ke 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDA 10 IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATS OF IDAHO 
3 " n Docket Ne. 2701... 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) October 6, 195 


Mr. Robinson cross examined Mrs. Knudson. He asked her how many times 


Witness excused. 


william Schrieber, previously sworn, was called and examined by 
Mr. Remaxlus. He was from Lewiston, Idaho and lived wi 


| 


& 1e was certain that it was the same day 


Hr. Schrieber said 

that Kat y left to to the . 
Lan excised. 
Jury 


nat she hed taree sans Mike Carey 22, Dan Carey 13. 
she is the mother of am Caney uao Ee eh in this SEN 
She is a housewife and not employed, her , cars. 


he spent 2.1 day at home, Next morring, Nov, h}, 1 
acheol. So he was at home all that weekend and in 

Ther. was no Questions by "fr Robinson. 

Wi tnes <sused,. 

be. Joseph Herbert Treleaven, Salem, Oregon, wes called, sworn ane 
direc. examine. by ir. Remeklus. He said that he is a physician, speci : 
in psychiatry, at the Oregon State Hospital, Salem, Ore.. He gave his 
educational background and said that ne has in psychiatry for E years. 

He was asked if be was acquainted with the defendent? 

He said that he was, and pointed out the defendant for the record. 
He first met the defendant on April 9, 1974 at Oregon State Hospital, he 
had been sent to the hospital by the Districts Court Judge for esamination 
and treatment while under criminal charges. e made an evaluation of the 
defendant and explained the sethods used to the jury, he also did a complete 
physical. : 

Ee was sei If efter making his tests he bad arrived at a conc E: 

Ihe Doctor answered that be had. He found that the defendant bas an 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO, Plaintif  ) Docket .. x 
vs. 


THOMAS EUGENE CRESCE Defendant ) October é, 1975 


anti-social personality, he went on to explaint this further. He observed 
the defendant for 1° days from Apr. 9, 1974 until Apr. 19, 1274. On 
May 2), 197) ns was returned to the hospital under civil cousitment and 
treated on general side of hopital, until June 20, 1975. He saic that 
this case of defendant was subaitted tc the hospital board on May 30, 1974 
prior to transferring defendant from maximum security to the general part 
of the hospital. The opinion was the same as the firct tine that the 
board reviewed this defendants case, that he had a depressive dignosis, 
there was no evidence of any mental disease or mental defect. 

He was asked when the records show that the defendant was released? 

Doctor answered June 20, 1974. 

Mr. Robinson cross -xamined Dr. ireleaven. He was asked about 
his position at the Oregon state Hospital. 

The doctor said that ne is the clinical director and supervision 
and has been there since 1966. He was in direct contact with the defendant. 
He reduces the history end findings to a written report on Apr. 25, 197k. 


prey — N (Report Dr. Treleaven) marked, identified, offered 
The court allowed that a photo copy of the original be substituted for 
this exhibit. 

Mr. Robinson asked the Doctor to define anti-social personality 
to the jury. He did this. 

He was asked if the hispery was included in waking this report? 
He said that it was. 

Mr. Robinson asked if the defendants wife, Thomasine waa in the 


unit? 
He said that was, that she cane to the hospital in a body case, 
with mental | 
The court asked that the docotr not leave until it is determined | 
if he would be called for further questioning. 


Emil F. Bladow, 7555 S. Lola, Portland, Oregon, was called, sworn 
and direct examined by Mr. Thomas. He said that he is with the Portland 
Polive Dept., and was so on Aug. 197. He was called to the 
Episcopal Church on a homocide, When he got there he found a body of a 
male subject, on a bed. This od was located in the sextons room, 
and wes iden as Williams Joseph Deer. 

There were no questions by ^T. Robinson 

Witness was excused by the court. 

Ms. Remaklus said that he had two more witnesses on their way 
here, but the air plane was late and asked for a short delay. 

jury was admonished and recessed at 10:37 o'clock am. 

Court reconvened 11:20 a.m, 

Jury Was returned and it was stipulated all were present. 

Dr. Treleaven was recalled to the stand and cross examination 
continued by T. Robinson. He asked if he had bsen advised that defendant 
was on trisl for murder? e said taat be had. 

He was asked what depth he went into on the anti social ability to 
understand the defendants failure to conform to laws! He answered that 
he went beck as far as he could go in life history. 

Mr. Robinson asked if he hed the feeling that the defendant was 
& person crying out for help during bis examination, He answered that he 
@1é not. 


wo Do i tdi 


1 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE j 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE. 4 


COURT MINUTES 


STATE OF IDAHO Plaintiff ) Docket No. 3701 
v. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH ) _October ó, Gi? SE 3 
( ) 


Mr. Robinson asked if there was some other reason for the defendant 
being in the Oregon State Hospital? 

He said toat defendant was there because the court sent bia when he | 
came in April of 1974 and he examined him. hen he returned in May 1574 : 
it was on a civil commitment and he was under the care of other doctors. 

When on the civil cowmitment he was allowed week end passes. 

He was asked if he had considered the defendant dangerous to himself 
or others? He answered that ne did not. 

Was this wito knowledge of past? He said yes. 

Me. Robinson said that he had caupleted his cross examination, but 
would like to go the y 64 this, and to accomadate the witness 
Robinson could continue exaxination of 
pue ted that this would be considered 
examination of Lr. Treleaven. 

Creech was at the Oregon State Hospital? 


j 
gÈ 


i 


1 
i 


He ansvered ES ahe was. 

Mr. said that he vas aware of che privledge information 
between patient and doetor, and if the questions, anc if the questions he 
will to him, may be considered in this priviedge information. 

„ Robinson asked if Thomasine was brought to the hospital in a 
body cas@? He said that she was. 


— 


he knew the “ate of her injuries, if she 

hospital and condition. d 

Dr. Treleaven said he dd not know cne date of injury, and as for ` 
the condition of the patient he sould not discuss this. 

ín Idaho that she privledge between doctor and 

patient SA to civil matters. A doctor cannot be examined without 
his consent matters, this not extend to criminal law. 30 the 
Court orders the Doctor to answer un ar dans law, 

Mr. Remaklus asked for an Cer of Proof, 
@msidered this relevant to the case. 

. continued with his exauination. ie askod if Thomasine 
was suffering from mental disorder, and as to the exten: of her mental 
incompetence, 

Dr. Treleaven said that she has a severe .sntal disorder and has 
lost complete touch with reality. 
He was asked if Thomasine Creech was a heavy user of drugs. 
Objection by r. Aemaklus. j 
Sustained by the court. i 
t. Robinson asked if he had knowledge of the hiatory of Thomasine 


" 
: 
d 
: 


Creech? 
La stated that he has treat her when her doctor has been gone, 
and he is the supervisor of the uni.. He hes not gone iato the background 
hietory, so his mowledge is sketchy 
te was aske if hs was familiar with the te. thas Thomasine had 
been pus od from a fourth floow eindow! 
us seid that he knew she had a fall, bui "^ particulars. b 
Wi ness excused. 
Jack Freeman, previously sworn, was called and exacíned by m. 
Remaxius. e i the ore County Sheriff Detective. He was asked on 
Nov, 6, %, when the defendant a &rol Spaulding were placed under 
arrest a. onnsa ferry, Is., if be saw the delencant tuere and how guch 
time was spent in his rresence a eons perry an: ‘oungain Home, Ida. ? 


4 
yl a d 
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STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
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STATE OF IDAHO, ) No. 9701 
* 
THOMAS BUGENE CREBCH "—— j E E... sea P» 
( ) 
He answered two or more h urs. The first time he saw defendant i 
was at that Gime, and he was in custody, becamse of the incident in Valley 1 
County. 
He he was in the presence of the defendant he ; 
had been to the two murders that they would release H 
Carol 
no 


t been told defendant. | 
was no questinans by r. Robinson. 1 
y sworn was recalled and examined by Mr. 
ly was emplyed as investigator for the 1 
for Bureau of Narcotic. He has been | 
ima 85 years. He was asked if he j 
t a pound of heron, 50%, was 


Was the street price? e said yes. E 

a basen was sold on the street. 

enters the United States, then is 

is broken into grams. A kilo is 2.2 lbs. 

k heron is cut to dangerous 5% what is the 
said the street price is (200,000.00 and wholesale 


T 


T 


sworn wes called and exasined by 
is investigator for the State of Idaho, that 


E? 


if he was familiar with the highway between Lewiston, 
and south? Ne said he was. ie was asked how 
asd, Idaho, going through Grangeville, 
Went 180 miles. He said that ne is familiar with 
"e limit of 55 miles per hr. it would take 
the characterice of the road. 


xc over *whitebird Rill? He answered yes, that 


T MP. Robinson. 
questioned the attorneys. e seid that the rebuttal is 


— — 


qs t 


~i We 


d 


iei 


T 
$6 

HM 

ii 


, completed and the surerebuttal is just motions. 
the e 1 admonished and excused. 
Court s that the matters taken outside the jury and will be 
presented to im 
The o asked counsel if they could go right into the instructions. 
They answered yes. 


Tue cwurt instructed the attorneys to be in chambers at 1:15 p.m. 
The jury returned at 2:00 o'clock p.a. will now recess for lunch. 
Court reconvened at 1:20 o'clock p.a. 


Mr, Thomas asked about the introduction of portions of Exhibit 49. 
The court said that Exhibit 49 would be kept in tact and excerpts 
k to be marked 494. 
ls Exhibit h9 will be warked Defendants M. e record will reflect 
Ei at the time defendant had no further witnesses, the ate yut on witnesses $ 
LC anó offered 4A. 
: It was so stipulated by 20unseis. 
The court said that the exhibit will be submi by Stipulation, 
and the portions of the document be admitte i tons to the jury 


i from the court to cover this exuibi:. 
Plaintiffs Exhibit 49 marked as defendan 


) 
» 
2 
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STATE OP IDAHO a S 
Plaintiff ) Docket No. ‘ 
ve. 
| THOMAS EUGENE CREECH ) Jot. 6, 1975 
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Mr. Remaklus said that the States Rebuttal is closed. 
Mr. Robinson asked that exhibit M be admitted, but that some areas 
should be deleted. 
Me. Thomas objected, sane as before when offer made so its not 
relevant now. 
The court said that the exhibit has been reconsidered and sustained 
Ze end over ruled in part. That the parts consistant with the testimony 
d be Submit mot to relate to creiíbi!ity of the defendant. That 
any nat tere net te be agreed on between counsels. 
The court said that in regards to the instructions, that tne major 
em Saturday. That he had added two instructed of 
. ones of female gender, as to other crimes, 


DG 


on his position in exhibit 49? 
exhibit 49 to de At ted without 


t 
E 
3 
E 
E 
3 
2 
d 


exhibit 49 would be admitted for 
exhibit M. That az long as exhibit 
That 49 A exhibit wouid not go in. 
te the jury should not be remarked, and the 
apply to exhb it 49. 
has no further sur-rebuttal. 
effer should be sade in front of the 


jury Anc te to admonish the jury as to 
49a which was limited dera Ton. 


Mr. Thomas questioned the instruction on premeditation. 

Mr. Robinson said that he felt that this was covered. 

The court said that this would be overruled and would let it stand. 
fm, Robinson sale that he had submitted other matters to the court, 


but feels that each ani every iten has been covered in the instructions the 
court will give. ie has no objections. 

The court said that the arguments will be two hours and the state 
will reserve time for atta. e would allow the attorneys to keep their 
set of instructions m ài > re-read to the jury verbatix. 

hi zer could mark on the instructions? 
r he set that goes the jury. 
court at 2:07 o'clock p.m. 
ave resus. 
% to admit the exhibit formerly 
H s. 
exhibi ¿oul 9e admitted in its entirity. 
"T réviouls admitted oniy in part, this 
i1 ww the only exhibit going she * 
ids exhibit is admitted and linit mly 
655, B 4 E meidered as evidence or 
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STATE OF IDAHO, — 
Plaintiff ) Docket No. 


ve 
THOMAS SUC SNE CREECH ) e tober 6, 1975 
$ Defendant oe ee ee 


argument to the jury. 
that on retiring they are to select 


— the verdict must be unanimous and 


Clerk. 
the alternates vore instructed that 
would not go in the jury room, they 


$00 o'elock p. u. 
to trial exhibit „ G, 


made with the ball ters as 
Ay a 


end examined by the court. He 

the court before this trial and had 
the four balliffs being Joyce Dumont, 
Avubruster. That Mrs Dumont and Mr. 

the cay time. 

Were any occassions that she mew when toe jurors 


said that she was present when one woman, Sonnie Jameson, 
et at the Dr. Clinic. That the subject of the trial was 
She said that a running log was kept of all the time, she 
was acquainted with the arrangements at the sotel. The only TV was in the 
balliffs room. The telephone panel in tne mote room were disconnected, so 
She said that she knew of no other 


Albert Falsetto was called sworn and examined by the court. He 
said that he worked day times ad balliffs with “vs. Dumont, and he has 
been present while she presented her sestisony. He said that he went to 
the hospital with Mr. Oberg on two occassions | seo his wife and no one 
mentioned the trial. 


there were no Questions counsel, 


ne court Ghanxec Doth aiso counse.i. 
ourt recessed 4:45 o'clock p 
THIRT 
etober 22, 1975 
two Hundred and Third Day 
)1 o'clock a.m. 
nt as before 
The court saió that they wou samplete the record of the balliffs. 
Ralph Armbruster was called and sworn end examine che court. 
fe said that previously he and “Ys. Armbruster hac been in as deputy 
sheriffs, and has received his instuctions from Judge To , and also hed 
a conference with all the balliffs before tue trial where caties were 
explained. e anc his wife were She night ballifís. Fə» described the 
room arrangements an? the rout | in taking the jurors to éimner 
and the evening hours. 1 né vailfffs were awake at all times, 


ud ^ 6 ene 
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Docket 21 


Plaintiff | 
THOMAS 8 Defendant | —Jeseber RI 


Padividuaily been placed in 
phomés end TVs had been disconnected, 
-In coming phone calls were placed 
poon and all messages vent thea, any newrpapers 
weve first beeught te and any news of the 
the 


F the 
times they were on duty. ko one 
of the jurors had to be away 


E 


te her husband, and 
said that Walter Jelsor 
th Bim and was present at 


deer one t around 10:00p.m. 
5 She calle Dr. Peterson and 
hep a shot, but nothing was said 
was nothing else. 


te the bailiffs for their fine work. 
thanked all of Shoshone County for 


everyone. 
Was stipulated all were prosent, 
call of the jurors, 
: the jury had reached a verdict, and Mr. Powell, 
the foreman said that they had. The verdicts wers handed to the bailiffs, 
wno handed them to the court. 
Clerk was instructed to res tho verdict and the following 


3 


IN THS DISTRICT COURT OP THE PIR27 JUDICIA ISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
IN AND POR THA C I OS HONS 


THOMAS SUCENE CRASUL, ) , I 
Defen ) ans 


f 
s We, the Jury in the sbove-enti utter, find the defendant, 
Thomas &ugene Creech, Guilty of Murder „ 
Dated this 22 day of October, 1 
ber e 


KE 


— 


— —— e dam or. 


IN THE DISTHICY SOUNT OF The FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE. 


8 Aan Pisintiit ) Docket Mo. 717! 


prod 


the Verdicts of Juiliy 
| panel and alternates und thanked 
matter., They were excused. 
Judgaent would be pronounced 


Would take the cine allow and asked 


be heard in Boise, Idaho. and adked 
2 be transferre cise, Ada County, 
1 to thie. 
- The court asked Af this was ar e «i he defendant? 
ne defendant said that this » agree o wi nim and waived 
any right "tain in this county, 
l owrt said that the Order re any beariags 
will be - ed a l later. 
P. IU. "qué d e : 0 ronouncing of Judgment 
or e. 3,1 e 
e ¥ at 3:30 pm, 
in Boise, n T 
he Zeie ` ande e d je rilf to await 
transporiatio « 
Court 


A ee 
96 p^ 


ES, — each verdict, 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IW AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. Cr. 9701 

Plaintiff, 
vs. VERDICT 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, COUNT I 


Defendant. 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find the 
defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Not Guilty by Reason of 
Insanity. 

Dated this day of October, 1975. 


Foreman 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. Cr. 9701 


Plaintiff, 
VERDICT 


Vs. 


| THOMAS EUGENE CREECIi, COUNT II 


~ ww — — — — — — — 


I 
i 
i Defendant. 
| 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find 


the defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, No Guilty by Reason of 


Insanity. 
Dated this day of October, 1975. 
Foreman 
py of 
s nhe 


senga MAC. ug 


IN ThE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. Cr. 9701 

Plaintiff, 
vs. VERDICT 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, COUNT I 


Defendant. 


——— ww — — — — — — 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find the 
defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Not Guilty. 
Dated this day of October, 1975. 


Foreman 


Date Aue. m 
em & kewl Ct 
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IN ThE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT or 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


ThE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. Cr. 9701 

Plaintiff, 
vs. VERDICT 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, COUNT I 


Defendant. 


o — Se Set Se Set — — —À 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find the 
defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Guilty of Voluntary 
Manslaughter. 


Dated this day of October, 1975. 


—— 


Foreman 


ey ot 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. Cr. 9701 


Plaintiff, 
vs. VERDICT 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, COUNT I 


Defendant. 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find the 
defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Guilty of Murder in che 
Second Degree. 

Dated this day of October, 1975. 


Foreman 


STATE OF Maun, Panty of Valley: «s, 
aer ho tegin ^ true copy of 


IN ThE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


Thi STATE OF IDAHO, IN Ah) FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. Cr. 9701 


Plaintiff, ) 


vs. . ) VERDICT 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, - ) COUNT Ii 
Defendan«. ) 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find 
the defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Not Guilty. 


Dated this 2 day of October, 1975. 


" Foreman 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


| THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. Cr. 9701 

Plaintiff, 
| vs. VERDICT 
| THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, COUNT II 


Defendant. 


v w w w w ve — — — zl 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find the 
defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Guilty of Voluntary 
Manslaughter. 


Dated this day of October, 1975. 


Foreman 


| 
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IN Thk DISTRICT COURT OF ThE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


Tui STATE OF IDAHO, IN AiD FOR ThE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


ThE STATL OF IDAHO, Case No. Cr. 9701 

Plaintiff, 
vs. VERDICT 
TnOMAS LUGENE CREECH, COUNT II 


Defendant. 


——— — — —— —— 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find 
the defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Guilty of Murder in the 
Second Degree. 


Dated this day of October, 1975. 


Foreman 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS He n cias 

P. O. Box 759 SET 75 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone (208) 382-4270 


D Leer SEA 
PROSECUTING ATTORNEY Bn Ms NE EN 
VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO Sg 7 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ™N AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Criminal No. 


vs. STATE'S SIXTH RESPONSE 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH TO DISCOVERY ORDER 


D 


Defendant. 


COMES NOW Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County, Idaho, and in further response to the Court's 
discovery orders, states as follows: 

That the State's updated witness list is as follows: 


Ann Bradley, 


Johnnie I. Hill, 


William Hill, — Ferry Police Dept. Glenns Ferry, Idaho 


Roy Lynn Hull, 


Lester Kelloy, 563 


R. R. Mason, Department of Law Enforcement, Boise, I¢aho 


George ona, 1 (Glenns Ferry Police Dept.) 


Charles Palmor, Ada County Sheriff, Boise, Idaho 


Burton Walker, 


Steve Hater, 


Richard A. Crum, FBI, Washington D. C. 
Alvin E. Hodge, FSI, Washington, D. C. 
Derold E. Lynskey, Sheriff of Valley County, Cascade, Idaho 


Martin J. Maxwell, Deputy Sheriff of Valley County, Cascade,ID 


Carl J. ere. ¶; ·H¶̃ꝙỹ . 
— . K — — — 


Jack Freeman, Mt. Home Police Dept., Mountain Home, Idaho 


Carol Spaulding, (ae TEE 

Lora Boone, Attorney General Office, Boise, Idaho 
ven Coo, REN 
Fred J. ol ee oe 
. . —Tͤ—ʃ 
Gene Hilby, iii 


Linda Crandall, . 
Dr. Edward Colbach EE 


Dr. Michael Estess 


Dr. La Marr Heyrend, — , 
Dr. Delbert E. Scott, St. Alphonsus Hospital, Boise, Idaho 
William schre:rer, MERE RERO oe 
LE —— 
F. B. Sessions M.D. , Oregon State Hospital, Portland,Ore. 
Gerry Fletcher, GE 
Dr. J. H. Treleaven, Oregon State Hospital, Portland, Ore. 
Dr. W. R. Weissert, Oregon State Hospital, Portland, Ore. 
Dr. Colbach, GEBEN 
Bryan Miller, Doa UIS WURDE 
David Rowe, Attorney Gencral Office, Boise, Idaho 
Mary Hill, Judge Durtschi Office, Boise, Idaho 
SALEM DETECTIVE'S 
Corp. Vern Meighen 
Lloyd D. Bechner 
Sgt. Calvin J. Stewart 

ert H, Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County, Idaho 
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THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 


vs. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


COUNT II 


ewe —— —— — — SS 


Case No. Cr. 9701 


VERDICT 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find 


the defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Guilty of Murder in the 


First Degree. 


Dated this — day of October, 1975. 


STATE OF 174 
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IN ThE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL das NIN ran 75 
3 A 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
* 2 s 
uv usa 

oii 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. Cr. 9701 

Plaintiff, 
vs. VERDICT 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, COUNT I 


Defendant. 


—— M — — — — — — 


We, the Jury in the above-entitled matter, find the 
defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, Guilty of Murder in the First 


Degree. 


Dated this ? day of October, 1975. 


Valley” SS, 
spong is a tue copy of 
* ot record in ths court. 


Deted . 
4 Haet * 
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Attorneys at Law "c, 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT CF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


LA) 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 
-vs- MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ee — — — e SS — — 


COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his Counsel 


of record, and hereby moves for a new trial based upon the follow- 


ing grounds, to-wit: 

l. For the denial to dispense with the jury and 
try this matter to the Court; 

2. For allowing the jurors to be challenged and dis- 
missed for cause, based solely on their non-belief in capital 
punishment; 

3. For denial, after the offer of proof, to go into 
testimony regarding the admission of the "Satanic Bible" and the 
giving of testimony of clergy, and others, on the realism of Goa 
and the existence of Satan; 

4. For the denial, efter the offer of proof, of per- 
mittirg testimony of the polygraph examiner and the results 
of his polygraph exarination. 


This Motion is made and based upon the compiete records 


OO NAMPA, IDAHO 9568 camm: E ee — es 


* ATTORNEY AT LAW . P. O. BOXO 


UCE O. ROBINSON 


and files in this action. ofe 


Dated this 3/ day of October, 1975. 


ROBINSON & JONES, P 


Counsel for 


&TATE OF IDAHO. Count» of Valley: ss, 
| here^y ce tis ‘hot the tyerore is a true copy ef 
the ongin nie and of record in this court 
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ATTORNEY AT LAW 


. P —tLXcͤ 8 . ——À BHUCE O. ROBINSON 
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ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 


P. O. Box 8 - 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 an e — 
Phone: 466-9284 153 1975 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE CF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


S ee * * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 

Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR APPOINTMENT AS 


COURT-APPOINTED COUNSEL 


-vs- 
TEOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ew — ww ww www 


STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Canyon ) 

BRUCE 0. ROBINSON, after being first duly sworn, deposes 
and says: 

"hat he is counsel of record for the Defendant in the 
above-entitled action, and makes this Affidavit in support of a 
Motion for Appointment as Court-Appointed Counsel, filed concurrent- 
ly herewith. 

That your affiant has been in representation of said 
Defendant since the 6th day of June, 1975, having initially been 
contacted regarding said representation on the 20th day of May, 
1975. 

To this date, your affiant has spent approximately 
1,040 hours in representation of said Defendant, and has expended 
approximately $11,015.16 in expenses in the defense. That no fee 


nor reimbursement of any kind has been paid by the Defendant in 


l- AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTIC: FOR APPOINTMENT AS COURT-aPPOINT$D | 
CCUNSEL 


— — — 


NAMPA, (DANO 0365 Em 


P. O. Donn 


A'TORNLY AT LAW 


TUTTI Hh Ttt v m m EE iom maa BRUCE O, HODINSON. 


this action to your affiant, and it is not anticipated that said 


Defendant will be able to pay any sums for fees or reimbursement 


of expenses in this matter. 


That the Defendant is still in need of representation 


in several matters including, but not limited to the following: 


a: 
(2) 


(3) 
(4) 
(5) 


Presentation of Motion for New Trial; 


Opposition to extradition proceedings from Oregon, 
and possibly Nevada; 


Preparation of record for appeal; 
Preparation of Briefs on appeal; 


Presentation of argument on appeal before the 
Supreme Court. 


That your afiiant cannot practicably afford the costs o 


appeal, nor to expend the time necessary for further representa- 


tion of the Defendant without reirbursement for his time, efforts 


and expenses. 


Your effiant therefore requests that he be appointed 


by this Court as counsel for the Defendant, or in the alternative, 


that other counsel. be appointed to represent said Defendant. 


Further your affiant saye 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to bef 


October, 1975. 


(SEAL) 


p 


re me this E di day of 


„ 7 
Gei ere y 
Notary Public for o 


Residence: Nampa, Idaho 


STATE OF INAH r: 


inty of Valley: ss, 
Y UU th= the foregoing is a true copy ef 
e ‘ ^! of record in this court. 


K om 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


LA *ok 2 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 

-vs- MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT AS 
COURT-APPOINTED COUNSEL 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ee ww ww ww 


COMES NOW BRUCE O. ROBINSON, Esq., Counsel for the 
Defendant in the above-entitled action, and hereby moves the 
Court for his appointment as Court-appointed counsel for the 
Defendant for all further proceedings; or in the alternative, 
for appointment of other counsel. 

This Motion is made and based on the files and records 
of this action, and upon the Affidavit filed concurrently herewith 

Dated this E any of October, 1975. 


ROBINSON & JONES. P.A. 


the sn ) "is and of record in ins court. 
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MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT AS COURT-APPOINTED COUNSEL 
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HO County of Valley: ss, 
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ROBINSON & JONES, P. A. 
Attorneys at Law . 
P. O. Box 8 " APUD 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 R 

Phone: 466-9284 a — 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


„ W * oh * 


STATE OF IDAEO, 
Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 
-vs- NOTICE OF HEARING 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


eM Set 2 Se ewe 


TO: The Clerk of the above-entitled Court; 

LYNN THOMAS, Deputy Attorney General, and 

ROBERT REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney for Valley 

County, Idaho. 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the following listed 
Motions made by the Defendant, will be called up for hearing 
before this Court in the Courthouse at Boise, Idaho, on the 
day of November, 1975, at the hour of 3:30 o'clock P.M., 
or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 

Said Motions are as follows, tc-wit: 

Motion for Nev Trial; 

Motion to Set Aside Verdict; 

Motion for Appointment as Court-Appointed Counsel. 


— ef 
Dated this 7” day of November, 1975. 


BROCE 6. DÉPIFSON 
Counsel f6r Defendant 


STATS nar Count, of Valley: ss, 
„„ ren th th teres is a true copy of 
the orma "nt P of record in this court. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


a * 2 2 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 


MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT 


Plaintiff, 
-vs- 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his Counsel of 
record, and hereby moves the Court for an order setting aside the 
verdict rendered by the jury herein and arresting judgment upon 
said verdict upon the basis that the statute enacted by the 
Legislature in the State of Idaho making the death penalty manda- 
tory on the conviction of First Degree Murder, is unconstitutiona 
That the same is immoral, discriminatory, and cruel and unusual 
punishnent, all contrary to the guidelines set down in the U. S. 


Supreme Court case of Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 238, 33 L.Ed.2d 


346, 92 S.Ct. 2726 Reh. Den., 409 U.S. 902, 34 L.Ed.2d 163, 93 8. 


Ct. 89 (1972). Xa 


Dated this 7 day of November, 1975. 


SSON 
Defendant 


Counsel 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
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) 
Plaintiff, ) 
: 
) FINDINGS, CONCLUSION 
) 
) 
) 
) 


v. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, AND ORDER 


The defendant's motion to suppress his statement of 
8 November, 1974, came on before the court for hearing before 
trial on the 3rd day of October, 1975, in the courtroom at 
Wallace, Idaho. 

The court heard evidence in support of and in 
opposition to defendant's motion to suppress and makes the 
following findings: 

l. From the time of defendant's arrest until and 
including the time of giving the said statement, the 
defendant was alert, coherent in speech, purposeful in his 
behavior and responsive to questions put to him; he was fully 
in possession of. his powers of thought and reason; 

2. Prior to any interrogation and prior to the giving 
of the said statement, the miranda warninqs were fully and 
completely diven to the defendant. 

3. The defendant understood the miranda warnings given 
to him. 

4. The defendant waived the rights to remain silent, 
to consult with a iawyer before making any statement, and 
to have a lawyer present during questioning. 

5. The said waiver was knowingly, intelligently and 
voluntarily made inasmuch as the defendant understood all 
of his rights, realized that any statement made would be 
used against him and waived his rights to silence and to 
the advice and presence of counsel without any promise 
of reward or consideration and in the absence of any threat 
or coercion; the defendant was aware of his actions and 
purposeful in his decision to waive his rights; the 
defendant comprehended and understood what he was doing, 

6. The defendant reads and understands the English 
language and is of average intelligence as indicated by 
his ability to understand and respond to questions. 


WHEREFORE, The court concludes that the defendant's 
subi:ct statement was knowingly, intelligently and volun- 
tarily qiven without threat or promise and is not subject 
to exclusion on the ground of involuntariness. 

The Defendant's motion to suppress is therefore 


DATED: qoam 3.571 2. 


DENIED. 


istrict Judge 
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STATE OF IDAHO. County of Valley: ss, 
I herety cerbly that the foregone is a true copy af 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF N VALLEY 


FILED 


The State of Iéaho 


Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE 
Vs PURSUANT 
(b) (1) LR.C.P. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant 
L J. W. CRUTCHER , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


list below 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: ^ 
Robert Remaklus Motion for New Trial 
Proseucting Attorney Motion for A as 
Valley e SH Court-A; Counsel 
P. O. Box 75 Affidavit t of Motion 
Caseade, Idaho for Appointment as Court 

A ted Counsel 
unn Se — / Copy 4 Mim — Set Aside Verdict 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 4 GN tice of Hear 
State House 4 Findings, Conclusion & Order 
Boise, Idaho 
Bruce O Robinson 
Attorney at Lav hand J. J. 
P. O. Box 8 d 
Nampa, Idaho 


Ms Victoria White 
Clerk of the District Court 


P. O. Box 759 
Gaseede, Idaho 83611 
4. , 
Tw ruhthn 

STATE OF IDAHO. Couns CERES Rear 

E . Clerk of the District Court 
the Orginal on fie and of record in tus conr ot Ua fley Age County, Idaho 

ond in ^is cout 

vue Lehre 


dag d hae Brat aia — — 
PEN De guty Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF AOA VALLEY 


. HON. J. RAY DURTSCHE | à à à à à SEPTEMBER jem 19 75 
District Judge 
November 3, 1975 
Date 


COURT MINUTES 
) 
The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff - No. CR VC 2165 


"s 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


vv — — 


Defendant - 
-11 - 0190 
Appearances: 

Robert Remaklus Counsel for State 

Prosecuting Attorney 
Lynn Thomas Counsel for State 

Deputy Attorney General 
Bruce O. Robinson Counsel for Defendant 


Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


Hearing continued from October 22, 1975 for sentencing. 
3:30 p.m., Time scheduled for further proceedings. All present 


There being no ebjestiene by the defendant this matter vas scheduled for 
hearing in Ada County. 


On defendant's motion for Setting Aside Verdict the Court spent, 1 for 
defendant 7 days to Kn e brief, 7 days for State to respond and ys for 
defendant to NT. s matter was continued t. December 4, 95 — vi 30 p.m. 
for argument and all further proceedings. 

Argument re/ defendant's motions for new tríal and Court appointed-counsel. 

The Court denied motion for new tríal, and denied motion for Court Appointed- 
Counsel and leave for Counsel for Defendant, Mr. Robinson, to withdrzw without 
prejudice for payment of transcript to the defendant. 

Affidavit to be filed by the Defendant. 


Defendant r+ sanded to the custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


STATE rn ` oot Valley: s$, 


3 `~ foregcing is a true copy of 
d 1 of record in this court. 
faporter: __ Harry Englund Approved by: „„ 
Clerk: .—marya —E—Ü— 
Dated: __November 3, 12222 AZ 


rict Judge ege wë 


The Defendant's motion to set aside the verdict, 
dated November 3, 1975, is deferred for hearing until 
December 4, 1975. In the interim, the Defendant is given 
seven (7) days from the date of this ORDER in which to file 
a brief in support of the motion. The State shall then have 
seven (7) days in which to respond following which the 
Defendant shall have an additional three (3) days to file a 
rebuttal brief. 


DATED this dE dan of November, 1975. 


District Judge 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Vahey: es, 
hereby certify that the focepcing Is a true copy ot 
the angins! on tue and of record in this court. 


Dated — 


=== — oen 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF INAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, Case No. 2165 


v. 


ORDER DENYING MOTIONS 
— 
FLEO 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


Bx 
The Defendant's motion for a new trial 


.motion for appointment of court-appointed counsel came on 
before the court for hearing on the 3rd day of November, 
1975, the parties having stipulated in open court that 
such matters might be heard at that time upon short notice. 

The Defendant's motion for new trial is based upon 
four grounds, namely that the Defendant was denied a trial 
before the court sitting without a jury; that perspective 
jurors were challenged for cause and dismissed based soley 
because of their non-belief in capital punishment; that ev- 
idence relating to the santanic bible and testimony by clergy- 
men and others on “the realism of God and the existence of Satan,” 
was not admitted; and that the testimony of a polygraph examiner 
and the results of his polygraph examination was not admitted 
into evidence. 

The Defendant's motion for new trial is DENIED. 

The law of this State does not permit a felony 
case to be tried before the court sitting without a jury. 
Moreover, no showing was made and it does not appear from 
examination of prospective jurors that the effects of pre- 
trial publicity were so pervasive and disadvantageous to 
the Defendant as to necessitate dispens ing with a jury and 
trying the case before the court alone. 

Defendant's claim that jurors were challenged and 


dismissed for cause based soley upon non-belief in capital 


punishment is erroneous. No juror was excused for such reason. 
Only those prospective jurors who testified that they could not 
fairly consider the question of guilt or innocence and could 
not render a verdict of guilty to the charge of first degree 
murder, irrespective of the state of the evidence, were 
excused for cause. Moreover, the defendant may not complain 
of the final composition of the jury inasmuch as the 

Defendant waived two of his premptory challenges. 

No showing was made in the Defendant's offer 
of proof, or otherwise, that the proffered evidence relating 
to the "satanic bible" and the testimony of clergymen and 
others on “the realism of God and existence of satan” was 
relevant to any of the issues of the case. l 

Evidence of the results of a polygraph examination 
is inadmissible under the laws of the State of Idaho. Further- 
more, no proper foundation was laid respecting the qualifica- 
tions of the proffered polygraph examiner and the methodology 
used in conducting the polygraph examination. 

The Defendant's motion to have his attorney, Bruce 
©. Robinson, appointed as court-appointed counsel is DENIED. 
The court does not believe that the interest of justice would 
be well served by permitting the Defendant's retained 
counsel to withdraw at this time and shift the burden of 
proceeding on appeal to the Valley County public defender 
who withdrew from the case on his own motion after request 
of the Defendant that he do so. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That the Defendant may have 
the transcript on appeal prepared at State expense provided 
that the Defendant makes a proper showing before this court 


of indigency. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF Aba 
FEIL 20 


.. The State of Idaho SLANE on ceo OLEPK 
CERTIFICATE OF 
* PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) L KC. p. 
Thomas Eugene Creech — 1 — 
Defendant 


L Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SET ASIDE VERDICT 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 
in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Lynn T homas 
Deputy Attorney General 
State House 
Boise, Idaho 


Robert H. Remaklus 
P. O. Box 759 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


IDAHO, County of Volley: 98, 
STATE OF that the foregoing Is a true copy of 


| hereby certify 

{he originai gn and of record in this court. 
47 

ang eg 


of the District Court 
Vall ounty, Idaho 


ty Clerk 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 

Valley County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 

Telephone: 382-4270 


LYNN E. THOMAS 

Deputy Attorney General 

Special Assistant Prosecutor 
Attorney General's Office 
Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone: 384-2400 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Case No. 2165 

PLAINTIFF'S BRIEF IN OPPOSITION 
TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SET 
ASIDE VERDICT 


v. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


— — — Se Se t Se Set ww 


The Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, has moved to set aside 
the verdict of the jury finding the defendant guilty of two 
counts of murder in the first degree. The Defendant contends 
that the mandatory death penalty statute is unconstitutional 
and cites as authority, in support of that proposition, the case 
of Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 902, 34 L.Ed.2d 346, 92 S.Ct. 
2726. 

It will be recalled that Furman v. Georgia, supra, which 
was decided in 1972 was a per curiam opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States. It was accompanied by nine separ- 
ate opinions, one from each justice. Five members of the court 
subscribed to the per curiam opinion and four justices dissented. 

No single reason for the decision emerges clearly. The per 
curiam opinion of the court is to the effect that the carrying 
out of the death penalty in the particular cases involved con- 
stituted cruel and unusual punishment in violation of the 


Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments. 


Justice Douglas, in a concurring opinion, expressed the 
view that the penalty was cruel and unusual when selectively 
applied to minorities. Justices Stewart and White believed 
that the death penalty was unconstitutional in the case at 
hand because it had been capriciously applied. Justice White 
stated that it was unnecessary to decide whether the death 
penalty was unconstitutional per se. Justice Brennan felt 
that the death penalty was unconstitutional because it was 
arbitrarily applied and could not be shown to serve any penal 
purpose more effectively than any less drastic punishment. 
Justice Marshall felt that the death penalty was excessive and 
unnecessary and therefore morally unacceptable to the people 
of the United States. 

It can be seen that, of the five justices supporting the 
per curian opinion, the only thread of agreement about the 
rationale of the decision concerns the principle that the death 
penalty is unconstitutional when discriminatorily applied. For 
those cases which have wrestled with the constitutionality of 
the death penalty, while awaiting clarification, see: 
McCorquodale v. State, 211 S.E.2d 577 (Ga. 1974); State v. 
Enderson, 109 Ariz. 117, 506 P.2d 248 (1973); People v. 
Stanworth, 114 Cal.Rptr. 250, 522 P.2d 1058 (1974); People 
v. Fulmer, 524 P.2d 606 (Colo. 1974); State v. Rhodes, 524 
P.2d 1095 (Mont. 1974); Pate v. State, 507 P.2d 915 (Okl. 

Crim. 1973); State v. Braun, 82 Wash.2d 157, 509 P.2d 742 
(1973). 

The Idaho statute, and other statutes purporting to establish a 
mandatory death penalty, constitute an attempt to respond to 
the court's objections in Furman v. Georgia. Nothing in the 
opinion of the court in Furman v. Georgia makes the present 
statute unconstitutional. 

At the present time, the United States Supreme Court has 
deferred to the present time additional arguments on the 
question of the constitutionality of the mandatory 


y death 
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penalty statutes. Inasmuch as the questions raised by the 
Defendant are presently before the highest court, it would 
be premature for this court to make a constitutional judgment 
on the validity of the mandatory death penalty statute. 

Until the Supreme Court clarifies its ruling in Furman 
v. Georgia, the presumption of validity which applies to 
state's statutory enactments must govern the outcome of the 


Defendant's motion. 


ty Attorney General 
Special Assistant Prosecutor 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


. . I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have on the AV day of November, 
1975, served a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
PLAINTIFF'S BRIEF IN OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO SET 
ASIDE VERDICT, by depositing a copy thereof in the United 
States mail, postage prepaid and addressed to Bruce 0. 
Robinson, P.O. Box 8, Nampa, Idaho 83651. 


STATE OF Hao, County of Valley: s 


| herehy -erhty thar the foregoing is a true 
the coe 29 file aa: * ev t 
e 4 tle and of record in this court, 


sin ee 
aa a er — 


BRIEF, Page 3 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KBA VALLEY 


TOC... 


. 
The State of Idaho B P 
um Mr err 
tiff worm H 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING E os 
s PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (I) I RCP. 
— Thomas Eugene Creech 1 — 
Defendant 
L Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Plaintiff's Brief in Opposition to Defendant's Motion to Set 


Aside Verdict 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in er.velopes addressed as follows: 


F 


Deputy-Attorney General 
State Hous ` e 
Botše, Idaho ~83720 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley Count 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wellace, Idaho 83873 


Bruce O. Robinson 
Attorney at Law 

P.O. BOX 8 

NAMPA, IDAHO 83651 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: ss, 
| hereby certify thot the foregoing is a true copy oF 
the want on fic and of record in this court. 


ae ae 


Clerk of the District Court 


VALLEYXAdS County, Idaho 


By 
uty Clerk 


Aue. 10400 ET NN 


- P,O. do- 


* ATTORNLYS AT LAW 


RODINSON à JONES, P, A. 


` gege 


POBINSON & JONES, P.A. 
Attorreys at Law 

P. O. Box 8 — 
Yampa, Idaho 83651 FILED 
Phone: 466-9284 


IN THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


LA 


STATE OF IDAHO, 

Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 

-vs- MOTION FOR COSTS OF APPEAL 
TO BE BORN BY STATE 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


—— —— — ————— 


COMES NOW the Defendant above named, by and through his 
Counsel of record, and moves this Court for its Order granting 
to the Defendant the right to obtain the transcript of the trial, 
the Clerk's records, and all other material pertinent to an 
Appeal, plus all costs attendant in the Appeal from the verdict 
and Judgment ef the District Court in the above-entitled case, 
to be born by the State. This Motion is based upon the previous 
Notions made by this Defendant for court-appointed counsel, and 
upon the Defendant's Affidavit verifying his indigency. 


4 


MS 
Dated this // day of November, 1975. 


ROBINSON &-JONES, P. A. 


a 


By: .. E 7 d 
BRUCE ©. POBINSCN 
Counsel for Defendant 
b 


— 


tue copy of 
record t. 


l- MOTION S O e FOR COSTS OF APPEAL TO BE PC^N BY STATT 


— nies 


—— 


rere T 


— — SS HOUINSON & JONES, P,A. - ATTORNEYS AT LAW - 


ORDER 


A Motion having been made in open court on the 3rd dav 
of November, 1975, for the court to appoint counsel for further 
proceedings to represent the Defendant, and upon its denial, 

a Motion having been made orally at that time and place for the 
State to bear the costs of the Appeal of the Defendant, and there 
being no objections to the latter Motion by the State, and the 
Motion having been subsequently reduced to writing along with an 
Affidavit of the Defendant defining and verifying his indicency; 
and the Court then being fully advised in the premises; 

Therefore ORDERS, and this does hereby ORDER that all 
costs in the Appeal by the Defendant to the Idaho Supreme Court 
shall be born by the State. These costs shall include court 


reporters transcript, Clerk's record, filing fees, etc., and 


.Shall include all costs save and except for attorney's fees 


incurred in said Appeal. 


Dated this ZS aay or Ye. 1975. 
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ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 

P. O. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 
Phone: 466-9284 


IH THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OP VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, ) 
z 1 AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 
2 THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, } 
x 
8 Defendant. ) 
$ ) 
- ) 
H 
> STATE OP IDAHO ) 
z ) ss. 
a County of Canyon ) 
z 
$ SANDRA D. TEOMPSON, after being first duly sworn, 
z 


deposes and says: 


PLA. 


That she is be Clerk and secretary in the law offices 
of ROBINSON & JONES, P.A., Attorneys at Law, Nampa, Idaho; that 
she aia on the Let day of December, 1975, serve a copy of the 
attached NOTICE OF APPEAL in the above-entitled action upon 
the following: 


LYNN A. THOMAS, 

Deputy Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
Statehouse 

Boise, Idaho 83702 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County Courthouse 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


by depositing a copy of the same in the United States mail, the 


———— — ROBINSON A JONES, 


same being registered with postace prepaid thereon, in an envelope 


do the absve-naired 


persons at their addresses as the same are 


l- AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING 


u! 
(SEAL) Pesidence: Nampa, Idaho 
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STATE OF IDAHO. County cf Valley: ss, 
| heresy r ^o foregoine is a true copy of 

e the ons of record in this court. 

Datec hy 7 Ec 
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NAMPA, IDAHO UD ` mme EE ze 


YS At LAW . o. DON d - 


JONES, * A. ATTORNE 


sm ROBINSON A 


ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. 

Attorneys at Law 

P. O. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 

Phone: 466-9284 w.. 
Ae 


FLED 
Otten >: 
ay Ze 
IN THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TEE COUNTY OP VALLEY 
* Wi 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 
-vs- NOTICE OF APPEAL 
THOMAS FUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


— ww ww www 


COMES NOW the above-named Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE 
CREECH, by and through his Counsel of record, and gives Notice 
to the State of Idaho, pursuant to Idaho Code 19-2806, of the 
Defendant's Appeal of that certain Order dated November 4, 1975, 
denying Defendant's Motion for a new trial and his Motion for 
appointment of court-appoipted counsel. 


Dated this 78 day of December, 1975. 


POBINS & JONES [X 
A 


p ( 
Byz——— (M — 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: $$, 
| herety certify thot the foregoing is a true copy of 
th of record in this court. 


$7 “0/96 "EA 


, c 


NOTICH OF APPFAL 


A A 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF KEK VALLEY 
RON. J. RAY DURTSCH 2 ..— SEPTEMBER Term 1975 


District Judge 
December 4, 1 
Date 


COURT MINUTES 
The State of Idaho 


= Plaintiff - No. CR V.C. 2165 


—— ——— 4 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant - 


MURDER IN THE F 


Appearances: 


Lynn Thomas 


Robert Remaklus Counsel for Plaintiff 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Bruce Robinson Counsel for Defendant 
Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 
Hearing contínued from November 3, 1975 for sentencing. 


Argument on defendant's motion to set aside verdict. 
The Court denied defendant's motion. 


Counsel on behalf of defendant requested additional phychiatric evaluation, 
an extensive presentence report and continuance for sentencing. 


The Court continued matters for further proceedings on defendant's requests 
to 3:30 p.m., January 16, 1976. 


Defendant remanded to the custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


STATE OF IDAHO. County of Valley: ss, 

| herety certity thet the foregcing is a true copy of 
the or" on file and of record in this court. 

Dated — 


Reporter: John Gambee — n — . à Approved by: 7 
Clerk. LQIOBMTyS . ll 
. December 4, 1975 
Dated: cember 4, » 2271 C2 


— — 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


emt e ———————— 


Case No. 2165 JAN13 875 


— 
ORDER DENYING y 
SET ASIDE VE 


The defendant's Motion to Set Aside the Verdict herein, 


which raised issues of the constitutionality of the mandatory 


death penalty provided by law in the State of Idaho, came on 


before the court for hearing on the 4th day of December, 


1975. The State of Idaho was represented by Robert H. 


Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley County, Idaho and 


Lynn E. Thomas, Deputy Attorney General of the State of 


Idaho. The Defendant was present in court and represented by t 


his counsel, Bruce O. Robinson. 


The Court heard the arguments of counsel and having 
fully considered the matters raised therein and having read 
and considered the briefs of both parties, the Court, being 


fully advised in the law and in the premises, concluded that 


the Defendant's Motion to set aside the verdict of guilt 


rendered against the Defendant, 


be, and the same is, DENIED. 


Thomas Eugene Creech, should 


DATED This /3 day of January, 1976. 


/ ——Ó— 
La aa 
IJ. Y DURT: I 
(Petrice Judge 


STATE Ot In County of Valley: ss, 
herey ett. to tha foregoing is a true copy ot 
14 of record in this court. 


E AN 


ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. 

Attorneys at Law H . 

P. O. Box 8 e 20 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 — 
Phone: 466-9284 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, Id AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION FOR PSYCHIATRIC 


bw Ch EXAMINATION AND EVALUATION 


NAMPA, IDAHO n365 1. em 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


e — — — — — ww — —] 


. o. nos u- 


A! LAW 


COMES NOW the above-named Defendant by and through his 
Counsel of Record, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, and moves the Court for its 


Order ordering that prior to the sentencing of said Defendant 


* ATTORNEYS 


that there be conducted a psychiatric examination and evaluation 
to determine the mental capacity relating to Sanity and insanity. 
It is further moved that said examination and evaluation be done 
at the Psychiatric Section of the Idaho State Penitentiary and 
that said examination and evaluation be at the expense of the 


State of Idaho. 


Dated this 8th day of January, 1976. 


Sateen WOBINSON A JONES, PLA, 


-AC NI Hl vo . 
! 
| í Ceursot - Plaintiff 
| ert maklus nn, Th s 

, Ee Attorne bp RES Aen General 


; Valley County Courthouse Statehouse 
D - X ise d 
Cascade, tat 9 83611 Boise, ade or icd Pure, of Valley: ss, 


É HN 2 l herey cetil, that the foregoing is a true copy of 
P Kal — — 
veru, He Ze th © tle and of record in this court. 


"SS a, 
tee d Has s Clerk 


L 


NOTICE OF HEARING 


NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the above and foregoing 
Motion of the Defendant will be called up for hearing on the 16th 
day of January, 1976 at Z= o'clockjo .M. of said day at the 
Ada County Courthouse in Boise, Idaho. 

Dated this 8th day of January, 1976. 


IDAHO 0365 1. mmc mccum RE —ͤ 
H 


o. BOX 8 -+ NAMPA, 
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— — ————À——ÁÁ———2 ONSON & JONES, P. A. - ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


The State of Idaho 
Plaintiff 


NS- 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


Defendant 


FEO 


JAN 131976 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
PURSUARS TO 7 (à) 
(b) (1) l. 


I, Mary A. Hill , the undersigned autt.ority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Order Denyi 


Motion to Set Aside Verdict 


Motion for Psychiatric Examination & Evaluation 
as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce O. R obinson 
Attorney at Law 

Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: sa, 

| hare certify that the foregoing is a true copy of 
the itn. on fe and of record in this court. 
1 


— 


— ä — x 
T.W. Ce. 


Clerk of the District Court 
Ue D 2i 2 County, Idaho 


By 
ty Clerk 


Qe "~ 
/ IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND IOR THE COUNTY OF ABA VALLEY 
. HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI .—. 
District Judge 


Term 19 


— .. January 16, 12 
Date 


COURT MINUTES 


The State of Idaho : 
) 
Plaintiff - ) No. CR 2165 
vs ) 
"Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant - 
MURDER IN THE FIRST DEGREE L-20 0654 - 0683 


Appearances: 


Robert Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Bruce O. Robinson 


Counsel for State 


Counsel for Defendant 
Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


Hearing on defendant's motion for psychiatric evaluation. 
Argument. 


The Court ordered psychiatric evaluation and appointed Dr. Estess and 
granted leave to defendant to appoint Dr. Humiston at expense of State. 


There being no objection by Counsel or defendant the Court continued this 
matter for hearing report to March 5, 1976 at 3:30 p.m. 


Defendant remanded to the custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 


erate OF IDAHO, County deg? e SEH 
Ni ` ot record court. 
outer Sech 
hes tm 
Reporter: John Gambee Approved by: 7 
D 
pu a "o 
Cierk: nes T ͤ———— ^ d 3 


Dated: Janu:ry 16, 1976 


— 
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I^ Til. DIS tKICT COU. Or dd ott, JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


TH2 STAYS Oi IOALU, is ANO FOs TH. COUNTY OF VALLEY 


wow ox — RA 
FLAD 
Wee c S 
Ti. S ATE GF IDAHO, ) : JANR 0 1975. 
Plaineitt,? y 
vs ) Cala CaSÉ NO, v. c. 26s 
THOMAS EG RE CREECH, ORDER 
8 
2 * * 


The Defendant in this action having filed his written 
Motion for Examination as to his capacity to understand further 
proceedings against him: ö 

IT IS BC ORZERZD, pursuant to the provisions of Section 
13-210 and 13-211, that or. Michael Estass a duly qualified 
psychiatrist, horetofore appointed by the Court to conduct an 
examination, further exa-iae and report upon the present mental 
condition of che Defendant, 

ibe Defendant having further requested that a psychiatrist 
o his choice be permitted to make a further exaaination and 
having requested that Dr. Karl Humiston be appointed for this 
purpose, the Court does hereby also appoint Or. Humiston to 
examine and report upon tae present mental condition of the 
Defendant. 

Such examinations shall be conducted at the Ada County jail 

In such exaaination any method may be employed which is 
accepted by the -edical profession for che examination of those 
alleged to be suifering from monta! disease or defect. 

The Report of th^ exaninacion shall include the following: 

(1) A Description o. the nature of the examination; 

STATE OF INAHO. County of Valley: ss, 


Im ehy cents thot ae foregoing Is a true copy of 
the "s ond of record in this court. 
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(2) A diagnosis of the present mental condition of the 


‘Defendant including any change since October 21, 1975, the time 


trial concluded. 

(3) If the Defendant suffers from a mental disease or defec is 
an opinion as to his capacity to understand further proceedings 
pending in this matter. 

If the examination cannot be conducted by reason of the 
unwillingness of the Defendant to participate therein, the re- 
port shall so state and shall include, if possible, an opinion 
as to whether such anwillingness of the Defendant was the result 
of mental disease or defect. 

The Report of the examination shall be filed in triplicate 
with the Court, which shall cause copies to be delivered to the 
Prosecuting Attorney and to Counsel for the Defendant. 


Dated this ay of January, 1976. 


ROBERT H, REMAKLUS 

P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 33611 
Telephone (208) 332-4279 


LYNN E. THOMAS 


Deputy Attorney G2n2ral . 
Special Assistant Prosecutor FILED 
Attorney General's Office Ll —— LL —— 
Statəhouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 

Talephone: : 384-2400 JAN2 01976 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 

STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. 2165 

STIPULATION AND ORDER 


FOR RETURN AND SUBSTITUTION 
OF EXHIBITS 


Plaintiff, 
vs. 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 
COME NOW the parties hereto by and through their respective 


counsel of record and stipulate and agree as follows: 

1. That a hand held tape recorder admitted into evidence 
as State's Exhibit lo. 64 shall be withdrawn so that the same 
may be returned to Weslie L. Woodali the owner thereof; and 

2. That a photocopy of State's Exhibit No. 68 (poem composed 
by defencant about plane crash) shall be made by the Clerk of the 
above entitled Court and substituted in evidence in lieu of the 
original exhibit and the original exhibit shall be delivered 
to Ada County Sheriff Charles E. Palmer. 


grs 


DATED this day of January, 1976. 


ROZERT H. REMAKLU 
Prosecuting Attorney Valley County, Idaho 
Attorney for Pl aintiff 


ROBINSON) & 39 2 r. X. A. 
us 7 » 


By D GE 
BRUCE Z 3OSTNSÓ 
Course) ior Defendant 


STATE OF IDAHO, Count, 


of Valley: sa, 


! beer "oi that Ih fareg, 


ing is a true copy ef 
f record in this court. 


ORDER 


Upon reading anc filing the akove Stipulation and the 
Court being fully advised in the premises, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED as follows: : 

1, That the Clerk of the above entitled Court shall 
withdraw State's Exhicit No. 64 from evidence and deliver the 
sane to Weslie L. Woodall. 

2. That the Clerk of this Court shall make a true and 
correct photo copy of State's Exhibit No. 68 and substitute 
the sane in evidence in lieu of such Exhibit and tnat said 
Clerk shall deliver said original exhibit to Ada County Sheriff 
Charles E. Palmer. f 


DATED chi ZR of January, 1976. 


Tiit STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff 


-VS- 


Defendant 


aa FOR THE COUNTY OP VALLEY 
— 
FILED 


Tr thy AC. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOFICE 


PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) LRC. p. 


I, iary A. Hill the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that 1 have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Order for Psychiatric evaluation & Stipulation and € turn 
and Substitution of Exhibits 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. RC. p. to esch of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


3ruce O. Robinson 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 8 

vampa, ID 83651 


4S. Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P.O. Box 759 

wallace, ID 83873 


Robert ii. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 
Cascade, iD 63611 


Lynn Thomas 

beputy Attorney General 
Statehouse 

Ecise, IL 83720 


zr. Micneel 2 


or. Karl =. liumisto;u 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: se, 

Iron thot tha toragcing is a true copy of 
tre t af record in ths court. 

Datei ue 


ta de — na 


TUAREAMORAXRUANTING 
Clerk of the District Court 
Valley dă County, Idaho 


By | 


Deputy Clerk 


D 


P.O. BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 83651 uem tust pea a e e 


* ATTORNEYS AT LAW - 


ROSINSON & JONES, P. A. 


mes: 


Ux ——— 
PILED 
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GE 


TS THE DISTIC*T COURT OF THE FCURTH JUDICIA. DISTRICT OP THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, I" AND FOR TEE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


x * „ „* 


STATE CF IDAEO, ) 
) Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 
s ) NOTICE OF APPEAL 

) 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 

) 

Defendant. ) 

) 

— 


COMES NOW the above-named Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE 
CREECH, by and through his Ccursel of record, BRUCE O. ROBINSON, 


Esg., cf the law firm of ROBINSON & JONES, P. A., and cives 


Notice to the State of Ice, pursuant to Idaho Code, 519-2806, 


of ti» Defendant's Appeal of that certain Order Denying Motion 
to Sez Aside Verdict. Gates the 13th day of January, 1976. 
Dated chis LE Tay of January, 1976. 


POSINSCNK & JONES, P. 


STATE OF IDAUO, County of valley: e, 


1 herery emit. thos Ihe torernne is a true copy af 
: "s of record in this cout: -— -= 


epe mmm 


om ROBINSON A JONES, F. A. ATTORNEYS AT LAW - P.O. BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 83651 


— 


POBINSON & JONES, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 

P. O. Fox 8 

Nampa, Idaho 23651 
Prone: 466-9284 


IN THE JISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATS OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


E ok „ „„ * 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) t 
) Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, ) ; 
) 
vs ) AFFIOAVIT CF MAILING 
) 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
) 
Defendent. ) 
) 
2 ) 
STATE OF IDAKO ) 
) ss. 


County of Canyon ) 

SANDRA D. TEOKPSC', after being first duly sworn, 
deposes and says: 

Thal she is the Clerk and secreter in the law offices 
of POBINSON & JONES, P. A., Attorneys »t Law, Nampa, Idaho; that 
she cid on the 70° cay of January, 1976, serve a copy of the 


attached HOTICZ OF APPTAL in the above-entitled action upon the 


LYNG A. THOMAS. ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
Deputy Attorne Generel Prosecuting Attorney 
State of Idaho Valley County Courthouse 
Statehouse Cascade, Iadcho 823611 
Boise, Idaho 83.02 


by depesiting a cop; of tho same in the United States mail, the 


same being regissere? with postace prepaid thereon, ir an envelo; 


to each of the ebove-naned persons at their acgresses as the same 
are last known to ner. 


TA EA? E Se 


* t3 Y s 


ECEIBED anc op to before me this di Gay of 


SUS 
January, 2976, Se eg : 
LEL ALS 2. pfe 


Notary Public for Idaho 


feat 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


The Stae of Idaho 
Plaintiff 


1, Mary A. Hill 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


— 


"xi 


AN 
de Be 


CERTIFICATE OF MAH NOTICE 


ANT TO RULE 77 (d); and 55 


PURSU. 
(b) (1) LRC. 


, the undersigned authority, do 


Bes Ero tans of Motion for Costs of Appeal &-A£tidamtA.  — 
2c. - Copy of Notice » Appcal 


Jan 22, 1976 - Notice of a 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and e {1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce O. Robinson 
Attorney at Law 

P. C. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Ct. 
P. C. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Robert H. Remak!us 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Lyna Thomas 
Deputy Attorney General 
Statehouse 


Boise, Idaho 83720 
STATE OF (out, County of Valey” $s, Saad 
or zd — 


Uelley 


Clerk of the District Court 
fli County, Idaho 


"meng a i 
ty Clerk 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF Aa 


The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff 


SH 


nnn 
CERTIFICATE — 


OX PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) LR.C.P. 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 
L Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


“= Psychiatric Evalvaticn 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce Robinson 
Attorney et Law 
Sox 3 

Nampa, Idaho 


Mis Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. C. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 33873 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Vali-y County 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
Statehouse 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


unty of Valley’ SS. 


F IDAHO. Co 
start o e i tana e copy OR 


4s that the 


ere ret 
CH Y 1 sac of record in this court. 


Clerk of the District Court 
Vesey county. Idaho 


KARL. E. HUMISTON. M.D. 
BONNIE A. RICH. R.N.. M.S. 
1050 CLOVER DRIVE 


BOISE, IDAMO 83703 "OIL — 
TELEPHONE (208) 345-3754 f E IE 
PE ge^ [1 — 
12 February 1976 FEB Uu : 
: cas 
J. Ray Durtschi, District Judge š exp 
Ada County Court House n aman € itk... 
Boise, Idaho 83702 


RE: Thomas E. Creech 
Dear Judge Durtschi: 


This is in response to your order for & psychiatric evaluation of Thomas 
Creech, regarding his capacity to understand further proceedings in his case. 
He was interviewed by me for a little over thirty minutes in the Ada County 
Jail on 4 February 1976, the report of which follows. 


This 25-year-old man stated that he 
for the two murders which he was convicted of having committed in November 1974. 
He expects to be sentenced to be hung to death. 


t 


In my opinion, Thomas Creech is not mentally ill, and I would not apply 
any psychiatric diagnostic label to him. It does not appear that his mental 
condition has changed in recent months. He clearly understands his legal 


situation and the nature of expected further roceedings. Most of the medical 
synptoms of which he complains ( 
are probably caused by a combination o Situation ar è 


do not in my opinion indicate mental illness. He impresses me as a person 
wno knows what he is doing, whose acts reflect his own choices. 


Yours sinc rely, 


STATE OF IDAHO, Cauntv of Valley: «s, D 
| herehy certify that the foregoing is a true copy of $ 
the orent os feo 


! of record in tus court z OR " 
Karl E. Humiston, n. D. 
—. 


— ee Ve ; “ok 


ta 


f^ MICHAEL E. ESTESS.M.D. 4% 


1471 SHORELINE DRIVE PSYCHIATRY 
poise, ase 03706 Kä TELEPHONE 376-0471 
VD —— 
March 2, 1976 PLEO 
A" mees PM... — 
Honorable J. Ray Durtschi BAR 
District Judge 3 1976 
4th Judicial District — 
Ada County Courthouse D £A 
Boise, Idaho 83720 n Ss 


Re: Thomas Eugene Creech 


Dear Judge Durtschi: 


I am writing to you in regards to Thomas Creech, whom I ‘recently 
again saw for evaluation as per your request by court order. 


You are aware, based upon previous communication I have had 
with you through evaluations that I have provided on Mr. Creech, I am 
quite familiar with his background and early development and his recent 
difficulties of a legal nature. It is my understanding that he is now 
requesting further psychiatric evaluation, prior to the hearing when 
he will be sentenced, after having been found guilty of first degree 
murder. 


I have seen «ad evaluated Mr. Creech on two separate occasions. 
Both of these evaluations were conducted in the Ada County Jail. I 
saw Creech on January 29, 1976 and again on February 17, 1976. 2 


| In addition to 8 EE Mr. Creech, 


Based upon these evaluations, I am of the opinion that Mr. Creech 
is not suffering from any serious psychopathology at the present time. 


I would specifically be o e 
opinion that he is entirely capable of confiring with his attorney 
and understanding the proceedings which he is going to have to be 
involved in as it revolves around his sentencing. 


iMarch 3, 1976 
Page: 2 e Um. 
> Thomas Creech 


However, 1s necessarily inter- 
1 s capacity to function psychologically, and in paint of 
> fact, it may be contribut at more mellow 
and subdued. 


2 If I can be of any further service in regards to this matter, 
~ please do not hesitate to call. 


Kindest regards, 


MICHAEL E. ESTESS, M.D. 
MEE: sg - 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA =- 
FILED 
M 2.4.89 


MARS 1976 


The State of Idaho ` — — 
Dien A. Lede 


4 * 


Plaintiff ie. 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING ROPicE 
NS PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d) and 55 
(b) (1) IL RC. P. 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 
L Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Psychiatric Evaluation Report 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce O. Robinson ; e 
Attorney at Law fj nd dehecacd 
Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Robert H. Remaklus ! NT . P 
Prosecuting Attorney fead 1e ide 
Valley m 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


2 


. „ n en Clerk of the District Court 
ax . EE roe Topf 4 107 County. Idaho 


the o- er ! recor in this Court. 
7, y. d 
77 
dated. 2776 LL 


ae Mee aen By hee 


Deputy Clerk 


IN THE os, COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRIC? OF THE 
STATE OF iDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


The State ci Idaho Ven, C. 
Pla‘ntiif = A 
CERTIFICATE OF MAI. TS 
NS PURSUANT TO RILE 27 (d), and 55 


b) (1) LRC P. 
Thomas Eugene Creech 0) 


Defendant 


i, Mary A. Hill _, the undersigned authority, do 
hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail. one say of the 
Hand Writte; reeuest from Defendant 


as notice pursuant o Rule 77 (d) and 55 (5) (i) I. RC. P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes eddressed as follows: 


Bruce O. Robinson , r 
11 = jand dehecacd 
Nampa, Idaho 8365! 


Robert H. Remaklus ed 
Prosecuting Attorney heni de hee. 
valley County 

Cascade, Idaho 8361 


Ms. Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Cour 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 33873 


Lynn Thonas 

Deputy Atorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 4.3720 


kt ? 

Clork of the District Court 
SIME OF DAHO, County cf Valey: ss n Dailey County, Idaho 
l Mereby certify thot the foregoing is a true com © 
Me cnn on . 4 of record in this court 


Dares: A -— BY 222 - 2 4 
Bead 


Praag e RC m y Cierk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF XBA VALLEY 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI Term i9 
District Judge 


March 5, 1976 
Date 
COURT MINUTES 


The State of Idaho ) 


) 
) 
Plaintiff - ) No. .CR VC 2165 
vs ) 
Thomas Eugeue Creech ) 
Defendant - 
MURDER 
Appearances: 
Robert Remaklus Counsel for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Bruce O. Robinson Counsel for Defendant 


Defendant present and appearing in custody of the Ada County Sheriff. 
3:30 p.m., Time scheduled for hearing on evaluation reports. 
1 Court and Counsel acknowledged receipt of reports, 
No statement by Counsel for State as to contesting contents of reports. 
Statement by Counsel for Defendant and would not contest findings of 
reports and Counsel informed Court of hand written request from the 
Defendant . contesting report. 
3:40 Court in recess for Counsel to review hand written report. 
3:57 p.m., Court reconvened. All present. 
Statement by Counsel for State. 
Statement by Counsel for Defendant. 
Court continued this matter to 9:00 a m., March 25, 1976 for examination of 
Doctors. 


Counsel to procure witnesses. 


Counsel for Defendant renewed his motion to be court appointed counsel. 
Court denied motion. 


4:05 p.m., Court in recess. 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: 98, 
1 hereby: cert + the torepoine is a true copy of 
` of record in this court. 


the or 
vori SLI Me 


Reporter: John Gambee Approved by: 
Clerk: 


narya 


Dated: (Harsh 1976 1 1 
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Sest SUBPOENA — CUMINAL. esi 


OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


i of the Fourth Judicial District, in and for the County of Ada » at the court 
' room in the Court House, in Boise in said County, on the 25th 
dayof March ,19 76 ,at9:00 o'clock A.M, asa witness in a criminal action 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


County of Canyon 


day of March ,1976 ,on DR. KARL E. HUMISTON, 

being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of Ada „ by showing the 
original to the receptionist at the office of said witness personally, 
and informing her of the contents thereof. 


Pe d — — — 


ex 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


Paint CR. # V.C. 2165 
vs. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, Subpoena-Criminal "- 
ipis" r | 
Defendant MAR11S]6 — ꝓ f 
ee se 


THE STATE OF IDAHO" : 


To KARL E. HUMISTON, M.D., 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the District Court 


Q^ 76 
Given under my hand this €) day of March . 976, 


STATE OF IDAHO, * 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 9th 


Dated March 9 ,19 76 . 


P.O. BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 8365! 


- ATTORNEYS AT LAW - 


— 2 i(X0BINSON A JONES, P. A. 


AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 


STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Canyon  ) 
GARY H. LEW , after being first duly 
sworn, deposes and says: 
That he is, and was on the day when he served the 
annexed papers, a male citizen of the United States, over 
the age of twenty-one (21) years, and is not a party to the 


above-entitled action; that be received the annexed 


SUBPOENA 


in said action on the 9th day of March » 19 76 and 
personally se.ved the same upon DR. KARL E. HUMISTON 
on the 9th day of March „ 1976, by delivering to the said 
receptionist at the medical office of 

L „ personally, in the County of 


Ada , a copy of said SUBPOENA 


and affiant further says that be knows the person so served 
S 
to be the person named in said — 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 9th day of 


March e 1976 


otary c for 
(SEAL) Residence: Nampa, Idaho 


STATE OF IDAHO. 


thereby ei th 


County of Valley: ss, 
yt the foregcinp is s true copy of 
of record in ths court. 


» f p Z 
Dated mo — 


ege a Hate cum 


2 PSS — e 


AN THE DISTRICT COURT 


FOURTH ` JÜDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ` VALLEY 


+ 


THE STATE OF IDARO, 
Plaintif | . cn. v.c. 2165 
we m. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, Subpoena-Criminal FILEO 
E 
Mag 1 1 1976 
Defendant Ee — 


THE STATE OF IDAHO 
TT 


YOU ARE COMMANDED To appear before the Distriet Court 


| ofthe Fourth Judicial District, in and for the County of Ada , at the court 
doom in the Court House, in Boise in said County, onthe 25th 
day of March 19 76 „at 9..J o'clock A. M., as a witness in a criminal action 


Magius. 


prosecuted by the State of Idaho, against THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 


Given under my hand this 2 ret March . ,13976, 


i STATE OF IDARO, | 
H 88. 
County of Canyon 

| I HEREBY CERTIFY That I served the within Subpoena on the 9th 


| day of March ,1976 „on DR. NICHAEL E. ESTESS 

i being the witness named in said Subpoena, at the County of Ada , by showing the 
t 

j original to the receptionist at the medical office of said witness personally, 
` and informing her of the contents thereof. 

: Dated March 9 1976 

i / 

‘i Tees... yy - 7 / D d — 

1 Bendce — — $ CRAS AE AA 
D L4 

|o Mee 3 dM NT m 

Li 

F T = -: — mentee RÀ —— 


EH 


P.O. BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 83651 


* ATTORNEYS AT LAW - 


SSS SS Tee ROBINSON & JONES, P.A, 


— A— 


AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE 


STATE QF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
GARY H. LEW , after being first duly 
sworn, deposes and says: 

That he is, and wa on the day when he served the 
annexed papers, a male citizen of the United States, over 
the age of twenty-one (21) years, and is not a party to the 
above-entitled action; that _he received the annexed 


SUBPOENA 


in said action on the o+, day of March e 1976, and 
personally served the same upon DR. MICHAFL E. ESTESS 
on the 9th day of March e 1976, by delivering to the said 


the receptionist at the medical office 
of Dr. Michael E, Estess „ personally, in the County of 


Ada , a copy of said 


and affiant further says that he knows the person so served 
Subpoena 
to be the person named in said agbon. 


SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 9th day of 


March — 19 76 ^ 4 
; j / 
S tau | 4721 £m 
Notary ic for I 0 
(SEAL) Residence: Nampa, Idaho 
H y ja copy of 


„FM — EE 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN ANYXFON THE COUNTY OF ADA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


HON. J. RAY DURTSCHI Term 16.5. 
DISTRICT JUDGE 


March 25, 1976 
Date 
COURT MINUTES 
) 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff - ) We. V.C. 2165. 
THOMAS  EUGENE CREECH, ? 
) 
Defendant - 
Appearances: 3 
Robert H. Remaklus . Counsel for State 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Lynn Thomas 
Deputy Attorney General 
Bruce O. Robinson Counsel for Defendant 


Defendant appearing in custody of the Sheriff of Ada County for the 
purpose of hearing testimony as to evaluation of Defendant by Drs. 

Michael E. Estess and Karl E. Humiston. 

9:10 A.M. Court convened. Counsel and Defendant present as set out above. 


Karl E. Humiston called by Defendant, sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 


Michael E. Estess called by Defendant, sworn and testified. 
Witness excused. 


9:50fA.M. Court in recess. 

9:55 A.M. Court reconvened. All Counsel and Defendant present as above. 
Nothing further by way of argument. i 

Tape G-65 - 1097 


The Court finds the Defendant does have the capacity to understand the 
proceedings and to assist his Counsel in his defense. 


The Court directed the Prosecuting Attorney to prepare Findings of Fact 
and Conclusions of Law and Order. 


In re Defendant's pro se Motion for New Trial: Statement by Mr. Robinson. 
No statement by Defendant. 


f Valley: ss, 
! oa nace 2 » for na is a true copy of 


State vs Thomas Eugene Creech 

V.C. 2165 

March 25, 1976 

Page 2 

The Court denied Defendant's Motion for New Trial. 


Nothing further from Counsel or Defendant prior to pronouncement of 
sentence. 


The Court reviewed the case. 


In response to Court, Defendant offered no legal cause why Judgment 
should not be pronounced. 


The Court advised the Defendant of his right to make a statment prior 
to sentencing. 


The Court finds the Defendant is guilty of Murder in the First Degree, 
Count I and of Murder in the First Degree, Count II as charged in the 
Information and sentenced him to death as provided by statute on 

May 21, 1976. 


Defendant remanded to the custody of the Sheriff for delivery by him 
to the custody of the State of Idaho Board of Correction. 


10:11 A.M. Court in recess. 
Tape ending 1132. 


y of 


Reporter: John Cambee ` 
cru: REC Me Ee — ei - 2 —9 7 
jato: Mar 5, 1975 p"; — 


£ District Juge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF T 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN A 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 

v. 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 
r . 


BY L922: 
HE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


ND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


Case No. 2165 


FINDINGS AND ORDER RELATING 
TO DEFENDANT'S ABILITY TO 
UNDERSTAND FURTHER 
PROCEEDINGS AGAINST HIM 


The Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, heretofore filed 


a motion for a psych: tric examination and evaluation to deter- 


mine his capacity to understand further proceedings against him 


and on the 20th day of January 


such examination be conducted. 


, 1976, this Court ordered that 


Dr. Karl Humiston and Dr. Michael 


Estess, psychiatrists, were appointed by the Court to conduct such 


examinations and report to the 


Court concerning the nature of the 


examination, a diagnosis of the present mental condition of the 


Defendant including any change 


since October 21, 1975, and to give 


an opinion as to the capacity of the Defendant to understand 


further proceedings pending in 


this matter. 


The said medical experts filed their reports with the 


Court and on the 25th day of March, 1976, a hearing was held in 


open court at which time the Defendant, by counsel, was given an 


opportunity to examine the said Dr. Michael Estess and the said 


Dr. Karl Humiston. 

The said psychiatrist 
court, and the Court having con 
together with the testimony tak 


1976, the Court finds as follow 


S having been examined in open 
sidered their written reports 
en at the hearing of March 25, 


S: 


l. That the aforesaid psychiatric experts examined 


the Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, and formed expert opinions 
relating to the Defendant's present mental condition and his 
capacity to understand the proceedings against him. 

2. Both psychiatrists interviewed the Defendant per- 
sonally at such length as satisfied them that they had the basis 
for a sound medical opinion as to the Defendant's mental condition. 

3. That the Defendant does not presently suffer from 
any mental disease or defect. 

4. That the Defendant has the capacity to understand 
further proceedings pending in this matter and to assist his 
counsel in representing the Defendant. 

5. There is no impediment to imposing sentence upon 
the Defendant arising out of his mental condition. 

It is therefore ORDERED that the proceedings 
against the Defendant go forth in due and regular course and 


that judgment, sentence and execution of sentence be imposed 


upon the Defendant. 


DATED This ¶¶ day of March, 1976. 


STATS OF DAUN, County of Valley: ss, 


is a true copy of 


. ALK. s 
rg d eet — Ct 


FINDINGS AND ORDER RELATING TO DEFENDANT'S 


ABILITY TO UNDERSTAND 
FURTHER PROCEEDINGS AGAINST HIM - Page 2 


FILED 


an Lo 9M 
SS — 


MAR 25 1976 
e — Cann 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 
CASE NO. 2165 
v. 
ORDER DENYING NEW TRIAL 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


The Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, having filed 
on the 5th day of March, 1976, a motion pro se, for a new trial, 
the Court considered the motion in open court on the 24th day 
of March, 1976. The Defendant was present in person and by 
counsel, Bruce O. Robinson, and the State was represented by 
Robert H. Remaklus, Prosecuting Attorney of Valley County and 
Lynn E. Thomas, Deputy Attorney General of the State of Idaho. 

The Court concluded that the Defendant's motion for a 
new trial should be denied without prejudice for the reason that 
the Defendant did not set forth sufficient grounds for a new trial 
in his motion, no specific showing having been made of the 
existence of any ground which would afford a basis for new trial. 
Moreover, the Defendant has heretofore filed notices of appeal 
relating to this case and would not be entitled to an order for 
new trial until the disposition of such appeals. 

It is therefore ORDERED that the Defendant's motion 
for new trial be denied. 


DATED This 25th day of March, 1976. 


Ray Dur Se 


istrict Judge 


STATE OF in^ Mo Of Volley ss. 


s a true copy of 


oda 
aet d ata — 


July 10, 1975, for change of venue to Shoshone County and the 
entry of an Order therefore on the 14th day of July, 1975; of 
the hearing on August 14, 1975, pursuant to Stipulation, whereat 
the trial was set for October 6, 1975 in Shoshone County, Idaho; 
that such trial commenced October 6, 1975, and that on October 22, 
1975, a verdict of guilty to two counts of murder in the first 
degree was returned; the Defendant was advised that every person 
found guilty of murder in the first degree shall suffer death. 

The Defendant was then asked if he had any statement 
to make before sentence was pronounced to which he replied +hat 
he had none. The Defendant was then asked if he had any legal 
cause to show why judgment should not be pronounced against 
him to which he replied that he had none. Thereupon the Court 
renders its judgment: That whereas the said Defendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, having been duly convicted in this Court of the 
crime of two counts of murder in the first degree, 

It is therefore ordered, adjudged and decreed that 
the said Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, is guilty of the crime 
of murder in the first degree upon two counts and as punishment 
therefore he shall upon each count suffer death in the manner 
provided by the statutes of the State of Idaho on the 2lst day 
of May, 1976. 

The Defendant was then remanded to the custody of the 
Sheriff of the County of Ada, State of Idaho, to be delivered 
by him into the custody of the Director of the State Board of 
Corrections, State of Idaho, for execution of such sentence. 


DATED This 25th day of March, 1976. 


Ka a 


pa "7 DuugSchi 
- Dis t Judge 


JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION - Page 2 


July 10, 1975, for change of venue to Shoshone County and the 
entry of an Order therefore on the 14th day of July, 1975; of 
the hearing on August 14, 1975, pursuant to Stipulation, whereat 
the trial was set for October 6, 1975 in Shoshone County, Idaho; 
that such trial commenced October 6, 1975, and that on October 22, 
1975, a verdict of guilty to two counts of murder in the first 
degree was returned; the Defendant was advised that every person 
found guilty of murder in the first degree shall suffer death. 

The Defendant was then asked if he had any statement 
to make before sentence was pronounced to which he replied nat 
he had none. The Defendant was then asked if he had any legal 
cause to show why judgment should not be Pronounced against 
him to which he replied that he had none. Thereupon the Court 
renders its judgment: That whereas the said Defendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, having been duly convicted in this Court of the 
crime of two counts of murder in the first degree, 

It is therefore ordered, adjudged and decreed that 
the said Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, is guilty of the crime 
of murder in the first degree upon two counts and as punishment 
therefore he shall upon each count suffer death in the manner 
provided by the statutes of the State of Idaho on the 21st day 
of May, 1976. 

The Defendant was then remanded to the custody of the 
Sheriff of the County of Ada, State of Idaho, to be delivered 
by him into the custody of the Director of the State Board of 
Corrections, State of Idaho, for execution of such sentence. 


DATED This 25th day of March, 1976. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OT THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDA: 


IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 
Case No. 2165 
v. 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Derendant. 


— — — — — — — — Se e 


The Prosecuting Attorney with the Defendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, and his counsel, Bruce Robinson, came into Court 
in Boise, Ada County, Idaho, on the 25th day of March, 1976. 

The Defendant was duly informed by the Court as 
follows: 

The Defendant was advised of the nature of the 
information filed against him for the crime of murder in the 
first degree on two counts committed on or about the 4th day of 
November, 1974; of his arraignment on December 4, 1974 and of 
the continuation thereof until January 3, 1975, for the entry 
of this plea; of his appearance with the ic Defender of 
Valley County, Idaho, as his attorney n zzii 8th day of 
January, 1975, and his entry of a plea or 2 ilty tc two 
counts of murder in the first degree"; of vhe commencement of 
his trial at Cascade, Valley County, Idaho, on the 20th day of 
May, 1975, and of his Motion for Change of Venue on the 21st 
day of May, 1975, and of the Order of this Court made May 22, 
1975, granting such Motion for Chance of Venue; of the Order 
entered June 18, 1975, pursuant to hearing on June 4, 1975, 


;iranting his Motion for Change of Attorney and of his selection 


of Bruce Ropinson as his attorney herein; of the hearing on 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, iN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF AER VALLEY 


NO. 
FILEO 
MILI. 2 — 
The State of Idaho 
VV ĩðâvv OE NEQOE A PA 2 2 
Plaintiff Ap 2 75 
CERTIFICATE IGE 


. PURSUANT TO 7 (d). 
(b) (1) LR. TY 
Thomas Eugene Creech NS 
Defendant 


I, Miry A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the FINDINGS AND ORDER RELATING Ti 


DEF'S ABILITY TO UNDERSTAND FURTHER PROCEEDINGS AGAINST HIM, ORVER DENYING 
NEW TRIAL, JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION a 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R. C. P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 
in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce O. Robinson 
Attonrey at Law 

P. O. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Valley County 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 


MsVictoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Lyun Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


0 


- W. 
STATE OF ih u^, e e t Note: $8, Clerk of the District Court 
1 hereby vt. that the fores ung iw a true copy of Valley 2 County. Idaho 


i of secorc in this court 


the circa on für a 
bated Zu — . 7 4 
— ëm Let erk Cem Clerk E 


P.O. BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 83651 rA 


. A ⁵⅛·ꝛü RORINSON A JONFS, P. A. - ATTORNEYS AT LAW - 


— MÓ— 


ROBINSON S JONES, p. r. 
Attorneys at Law 


P. O. Box 8 ＋⁊2ꝛ-22 NN 
“Nampa, Idaho 8351 FILED 
Phone: 466-9234 ae 


— 
. 
— a hike 
IN THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEE 

STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLFY 

es o* kk 

STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 
béi CH NOTICE OF APPEAY. 
TEOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ee Se Se Se Sw ww 


3 
o 


The Clerk of the above-captioneé Court; the Plaintiff, 
STATE OF IDAPO, and its counsel of record, LYNN A. 
TEO“AS, Deputy Attorney General, State of Idaho, and 
ROBERT H, REMAKLUS, Prosecutinc Attorney for Valley 
County, State of Idaho. 
YOU, AND EACH OF YOU, WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that 
the Defendant, THOMAS FUGENF CRFFCH, does hereby appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho, from that certain 
Judgment made and entered in the above-entitled court and cause 
on or atout the 25th ¢ay of March, 1976. 

Tris appeal is taken from the whole of said Judgment 
and is taken on auestions of both fact and law. 


4^ 
DATFD this 2 day of March, 1976. 


Pd. d a ONFS 
— 


N T 
Counsel for Defe 


STATE OF INAHO. County of Valley: SS, P 
1 hereby certify thot the foregoing CR) — ad 
the orginal on fie and of record in this cou 


i cen 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 


* ATTORNEYS AT LAW .o. BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 63651 ——— — —— ee e — 


—— — — — HOBINSON A JONES, F. A. 


ROBINSON & JONES, P. A. 
Attorneys et Law 

P. C. Box 8 * ge 
Nampa, Idaho 83751 FILEO 
Phone: 466-9284 


ny 


IN TLE DISTICT COURT OF THT FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, I: AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


zr * „ ee 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
ba. Ce ) APPLICATION FOP REPORTFP'S 
) TRANSCRIPT 
TEOMAS EUGENF CREECE, ) 
) 
) 
) 
—————— EE : 
TO; TEE CLFPK OF THE ABOWE-FUTITLED COURT: 


COMES NOW the Defendant in the above-entitled action 
an? respectfully represents to the ccurt that he has appealed 
to the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho from the Judgment 
mace and entered in the aLove-entitlec Court and cause on or 
about the 25th cay of March , 1976, ane for the purpose 
of said appeal hereby applies to the Court for an order directing 
the court reporter reporting the trial of said cause to have 
Prepare! a transcript cf -he -ecor? ef the evidence and all 
oroceedings had on said trial. 


. 
DATED this 29 z of March, 1976. 


ST 


Fendant 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: $$, 


| hereby certify thot the foregoing Is a true copy of 
the oricinal on fite ! of record in s court. 


Dated 


FPPLICATION FOR @EPCPTEB'S Toy ve οn SE 


a 


- ATTORNEYS AT LAW - P.O, BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 8365! — — t — 


pA — —— C —Má ROBINSON & JONES, P. A. 


s 


t 

L4 
ROBINSON & JONES, p. „ l3 id 
Lttorneys at Law 5 3 E 
P. O. Box 8 M m FILED 
Nampa, :?aho 8365! : 2222 9M, 
Phone: 466-9294 APR1 BH 

— TEE SIE 


D mary a hath. 


IN TEF DISTICT COURT OF TEF FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


kretz 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, ) 
) PRAECIPE 
-vs- ) — —— $Ó 
) 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) 
) 
Defendant. H 
U 
) 
TO: THE CLERK OF TEF AROVE-ENTITLED COURT: 


The Defendant, above named, having appealed to the 
Supreme Court of the State of Idaho from that certain Judgment 
made and entered in the above-entitled court and cause on or 
about tho 25th day of _Merch , 1976, hereby requests that 
you prepare a transcript for use on said appeal consistinc of 
the Judgment Poll and ell papers constituting the same and includ 
inc the following: 

1. All pleadings and files in the above-entitled action 
all rinutes of the court, the transcript of the entire record 
fror the date of the Defendant's first ar:aicnrent on Noverber 9, 
1974, vo to an? includine the court appearance for sentencing 
cn March 25, 1376, an? eny en? all other pleadings on file in 
saic action. 

2. ^11 exhibits admitted, and all exhibits offered 


but got admitted in the triel of this action. 


STATE OF IDAHO Coot of Valley: ss, 
| been cett th Lt unze is a true copy ef 


the Gp Sat gn $ + of record in this court. 
l- pense re: o LLM. 


emer a Mik Án 


P.O. BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 63651 


* ATTORNEYS AT LAW - 


SSS ees HOUINSON A JONES, P. A. 


— — 


3. The Jucement mace and entered herein on or about 


the 28^ day of Handl. 1974. 


é., Notice cf reel. 


5. "Lis Praecipe, and Order for Transcript of Pro- 


* 
Datec this 24 day of "arch, 1976. : 


TN 
ROBINSON & JOS3ES, P. N. 


* NAMPA, IDAHO 8365 1 .ꝗ23ßĩ —'ͤ⸗ ». —³2 


.o. BOX e 


* ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


atum SS See ROBINSON A JONES, PA. 


ROBINSON S JONFS, P.A. ed 
Attorneys at Law 
P. O. Box 8 FILED 
Nampə, Idaho 33651 AM mn Ë Bags 
Phone: 456-9284 APR1 
e. 
Cosme 


IN THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TEE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


ese * * * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 
ka Ch CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


eee ewww ew 


I hereby certify that I mailed true and correct copies 
of the following documents to LYNN A. TFOMAS, Deputy Attorney 
General for the State of Idaho, ang FORFPT R. PEYAKLUS, Prosecut- 
inc Attorney for Valley County, at Cascade, Idaho, Counsel for 

4 A 
Plaintiff, this 24 day of March, 1976, by recistered mail, 
with postage prepaid thereon: 

Notice of Appeal 

Application for Reporter's Transcript 

Crder for Peporter's Transcript 

Praecine 


et 
Dated this Z day of March, 1976. 


ROPZESOR.& JOUFS,- 


STATE dc IN AID of Valley: ss, 
"egoing is a true copy of 


' of record in ths court. 


fer 4 PATA — Cen 


+ ATTORNEYS AT LAW *. o. BOX 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 83651 meme eati rr UN c ꝗ—At — 


Sse ROBINSON A JONES, P, A. 


— 


ROBINSON & JO'"5, P. A "c 


genere E Law FILED 


IN CMP DISTICT COURT OF TEF FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AYD FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


LA * „ * 


ETATF OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 


vs MOTION FOR STAY OF FXFCUTION 
TEO AS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


— — See e e Se St Se M we € 


CONES NOW the Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, by 
and through his counsel of record, BRUCE o. ROBINSON, Esq., of 
the lew firm of ROBINSON à JONES, P. A., Nampa, Idaho, and 
hereby moves the court for an order stayina the execution of 
the judament entered on the 25th day of March, 1976, pending 
appeal of the same, 

Said motion is rade and based on the Notice of Appeal 
file6ó concurrently herewith, and the pleadings, records and 
papers on file herein, 


* 
Dated this 21. day of March, 197€. 


E 


Eu: ^ — 


Bocca viri 
Sense! 


oz F Feneant 


STATE OF IDAHO. County of Valley: e, 
| hereby certity thot the foregoing is e true copy ef 


the ong m 1 


à B^ Ss 7 record i; "ss court, 
ap d hak ep 


. O. HOx 8 - NAMPA, IDAHO 8365 1. vg EE 8 


* ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


ss RCUINSON A JONES, PLA. 


` E À cre ee 


ROBINSON & JONES, P. A. 
Attorneys at Law 

P. O. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 
Phone: 466-9284 


APRS p 
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"aang a Meet 


IN THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


es 2 2 2 * 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs- 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ee — ww —À Se ww ww 


Case No. 2165 


ORDF? FOP PFPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT 


The Defendant in the above-entitled action having 


mage application in proper form for an Order for Peporter's 


"ranscript of the evidence and proceedings had upon trial in 


the ahove-entitled action, and cood cause appearing therefor; 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the court reporter in the 


kee 


e 
above-entitled cause on or before “a ZS days from date 


hereof prepare and lodge in the manner required by law and the 


rules of the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho a transcript 


of the testimony and proceedincs had in the above-entitled court 


and cause upon the trial thereof. 


DATED this AI. day cf E eer , 197€. 


ORDER FOR RFPORTEP'S TPRISCRI OT 


STATE OF INDUS Cornty of Valley: $8, 


foregone is a true dom UD 


t record in this court. 


7 
aa A eet oom 


. O. MOK B + NAMPA, IDAHO 26s EE EENEG, 


ost CS AT LAW 


Y^ 


at 


sso: ROBINSON A JONES, P. A. - 


SRE Se ee EE 


, by the 


OTO & JONTS, P.A. 
Attorneys at Law 


P. O. Row P — — 
Nampa, Idaho 83631 FILED 
Phone: 466-9284 DÉI a ER. 
5 
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IN THE DIS TIC T COURT OF TFE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF TFE 
STATU OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TUF COUNTY OF VALLEY 
* WI 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 
-vs- CPDFP STAYING EXECUTION 
THOMAS FUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


ew Se ww www 


A Fot ion for an order staying execution of the judgment 
heretofore entered in the ahove-entitled action having been made 


Defendant, and the court beino fully advised in the premis 


es, ard good cause appearina therefor; 


IT IS HEPEBY ORDFPED and tris does hereby ORDEP that 
said motion be, and the sane is hereby, aranted, and that the 
execution of the judgment entered on the 25th day of “arch, 1°76, 
te, and the same is hereby, stayed until further order of this 
court. 

Dated this A Gay of gez — 1976. 

STATE OF IDAHO. County of Vaney: e. 
! herey ente thot the foregoing is a tue copy oF 
Sic daa this court. 
ORDPTP STLYING EXEC TE 


"ie . Aet —— 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS FILEO 
P. O. Box 759 Aw... 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Telephone (208) 382-4270 APRE e e 
CA am 


PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 


VALLEY COUNTY, IDAHO — — 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 

STATE OF IDAHO, Criminal No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 

vs. RECEIPT FOR EXHIBITS 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


—— — — — — — — 


Defendant. 
The undersigned JOHN W. GAMBEE, official court reporter 
for the Honorable J. Ray Durtschi, one of the Judges of the 
above entitled Court, and the reporter who reported all of 
the proceedings in the above entitled matter, does hereby 
specifically acknowledge receipt from Derold E. Lynskey, 
Sheriff of Valley County, Idaho, of all of the exhibits, 
whether introduced into evidence or not, described in the 
list of State's Exhibits and described in the list of Defendant's 
Exhibits, attached hereto and by reference made a part hereof 
as if fully setforth at length herein. 
Dated this £T aay of April, 1976. 


p 


. G 
O£ficial District Court Reporter 
Ada County Courthouse 
Boise, Idaho 
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EXHIBIT LIST IN CASE KO. V.C. 2165 


The State of Ictho 


D 
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— ee Trial Date Hay 20, i975 
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Defendant(s) 
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.. ihe State cf Idaho — _ Trial Dete May 20, 197 
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EXHIBIT LIST IN CASE NO. WS 


The State of TC:ho 


vs 


Thomas Creech 


X ad anis 


Plafntiri(s) 


~~ Defendznt(s) 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ABAX 


d THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff 
ES 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH 
Defendant 


N. N. 


EST 
CERTIFICATE) ILING NOTIC. . 
PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d)? and 55 


(5) (1) LR.C.P. 


I, Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Listed below 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce O. Robinson 
Attorney at Law 

P. O. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorney 


Valley W 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: ss, 
I hereby certity thet the foregcg is a true copy of 


ty t of record in ths court 
Dated X. 


anrang q at 


— Clerk 


Notice of Appeal 

Application for Reporter's 
Transcript 

Praecip^ 

Certificate of Mailing 

Motion for Stay of Execution 

Order for Reporter's Transcript 

Order Staying Execution 

Receipt for Exhibits 


PATE Cred P3 997) 


Clerk of the District Court 


Valley dili County, Idaho 


Lum hah a S7 


Depyty Cierk 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


2 THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHON= 
3 
+} 
i 
5' THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) Case No. 9701 
} ) 
6' Plaintiff, ) 
{ ) 
7 ! vs. : ORDER CORRECTING RECORD 
8 | THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) —— 
i ) FILED: 
9 | Defendant. ) A 
w. ) APR2 3.1876 
l 
i eee. 
H i e DÉI c- 
12 TO: THE CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR [ ‘COUNTY 
f OF SHOSHONE 
13 
14 
15 Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 36, you are hereby ordered 
16 | in the above entitled case as follows: 
17 1. To correct the caption on all papers and pleadings 
18 filed since the Order changing venue in this matter to show 
| 
19, the Court to be the District Court of the First Juđicial 
i 
20; District in and for the County of Shoshone where the Court is 
j : 
21 otherwise designated. 
22 2. To file nun pro tunc in Shoshone County all papers 
23, and pleadings filed in Valley County since the Order changing 
24 venue in this matter as of the date said papers vere filed 
25 in Valley County. 
i 
26 | 3. To correct all orders directed to the Clerk of the 
27 District Court in and for Valley County in connection with 
28 | the preparation of the record on appeal in this matter to 
29 show that they are directed to the Clerk of the District 
20 Court in and for Shoshone County. 
j 
! 
| STATE OF IDAHO, aunty of Valley: ta, 
— . ts a es Ge 
892 Of m» 7 Of record in tis court. 
ss. 
| re «e fee war DUAF OF THE 7 Am € 
Foie": Mme DN a ` ANO A THE 
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Dated this 2G 
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Saa & 8 8 8 8 8 


0 e 
V 
J. Ray HunTscH:I 
JuUOGE -CURTM JuOiC'AL OiSTRITZY 
RESIOENT CHAMBERS 
BOISE, IDAHO 83702 


April 28, 1976 


Mrs. Margaret Lindley 
Deputy County Clerk 
Shoshone County Courthouse 
Wallace, Idaho 


Re: Thomas E. Creech 
Case No. 9701 


Mrs. Lindley, 


I have Judge Towle's letter explaining your quandry. 
Sorry for the confusion; however, I think I can get it 
straightened out without much trouble if I can find out what 
has happened. 5 


1. T had requested and assumed that you vere furnished a 
certified copy of the complete record as it existed at the 
time of the change of venue. I interpret Sections 19-1804 and 
19-1896, as requiring that the original papers remain with 
the original court unless the prosecuting attorney or defendant 
apply to have the originals transmitted to the new venue. 
No such application has been made. I.C.R. 21 seems to leave 
it optional whether the originals or certified copies are 
sent. Do you have a certified copy of the record as it 
existed prior to the change of venue? 


2. In view of all of the proceedings that were still 
taking place here in Ada County at the defendant's request, 
even after the change of venue, I felt it essential that a 
complete file be maintained here as well as in Shoshone 
County. With this in mind I thought it was understood with 
the Clerk of Valley County that you would continue to receive 
certified copies of all papers filed thereafter. Since, 
apparently this has not been done, I think it best now to 
simply send the originals of all papers filed since the change 
of venue to you and retain certified copies in Valley County. 

I am going to do this with an order directing that you correct 
the record to show The District Court for Shoshone County where 
it is erroneously shown as Valley County and that you retain 
the original Valley County filing date on papers that, were 
originally filed in Valley County. This is necessary to protect 
the rights of the defendant particularly as to his appeal time. 


2 e 


d. Ray DunTSCHI 
st FOVATH JUDIZIAL O:STRICT 
RESIDENT CHAMBEPS 
BOISE, IDAHO 83702 


-2- 


3. There will be no problem with the notices of appeal, 
I think, providing you have all of them, if you note the subject 
matter of the various notices. There should be three separate 
notices of appeal: (1) Notice filed Dec. 2, 1975, appealing ` 
from the Order denying defendant's motion for a new trial and 
his motion for appointment of court-appointed counsel; (2) 
Notice filed Jan. 22, 1976, appealing from Order denying 
motion to set aside verdict; (3) Notice filed April 1, 1976, 
appealing from Judgment of Conviction. I think it was essential 
for the defendant to file the earlier notices of appeal since 
the time for appeal from an order commences to run when the 
order is entered (19-2805, I.C.). For this reason it is also 
essential that the original filing date be preserved. 


4. To complete the Valley County file we need a set o. 
the trial minutes. 


Best regards, 


J. Ray"Durtschi 
District Judge 


STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: ss, 
I hereby certify that the feregoine is a true copy of 
the original on file and of record in this court. 


Dated 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


The State of Idaho 


Plaintiff 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
*. PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) L RC. p. 
Thomas Eugene Creech 
Defendant 
I, Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


Letter & Order Correcting Record 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 
in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce O. Robinson 
Attorney at Law 

P. O. Box 8 

Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Procecuting Attorney 
Valley County 
Cascade, Idaho 83611 


Ms Victorial White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


Lynn Thomas 

Deputy Attorney General 
Statehouse 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


Clerk of the District Court 
STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: se, fil County, Idaho 
1 bersby certify thet the foregoing is a true of 


th t record w s court 


j Sy hee. — By See a Atk 
Deputy Clerk 


mes, € hea. 
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i WAYNE L. KIDWELL 
EN Attorney General 
| State of Idaho P 
a Statehouse, Room 210 — 
M Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone: (208) 384-2400 
LYNN E. THOMAS 


DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
STATE OF IDAHO 


€; 
7 Eist N 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE r JUDICIAL DISTRICT or THE 
4 
E STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY or V 
9! 
10 STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
12 Plaintiff, ) 
12! ) Case No. 2165 
v. ) 
E ) NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL 
* | THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) . ² D 
' ) 
14, Defendant. ) 
) 


17 EUGENE CREECH, and to his attorney, Bruce O. Robinson. 


YOU, AND EACH OF YOU, WILL PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the State 


| 
| of Idaho, Plaintiff, does hereby cross appeal to the Supreme Court 


of the State of Idaho from the following rulings relating to the 


receipt of evidence and other matters occurring during the trial 
, 


le 
19 
20 
| 
22 
22 of the above-captioned matter: 
2 
m (1) From the ruling of the trial court rejecting the testimony 
| of Gene Hilby during the State's case in chief; 
| (2) From the ruling of the trial court rejecting the testimony 
l! of Joe Carl Adams during the State's case in chief; 
(3) From the ruling of the trial court excluding admissions 


TO: The Clerk of the above-captioned Court, the Defendant, THOMAS 
and confessions of the Defendant from evidence in the State's case 


motion to permit the prosecution to ask leading questions of the 


witness Carol Spaulding; 


STATE OF Dano, County of Valley: $s, 


1 hereby cerit that the g reg ing is a true copy of 
We original on tite i4 of record in the: court 


| Cs Le foo 
l = A er ou. 


in chief; 
(4) From the ruling of the trial court denying Plaintiff's 


H 


(5) From the ruling of the trial court denying the State's 


3 


Motion in Limone. 


DATED This_23 day of April, 1976. 


e 


— 


Respectfully submitted, 


| 
! 
| 
| 


[5] 


WAYNE L. KIDWELL 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 


a aum 


9 L ^ 
Deputy Attorney Generel 
10 State of Idaho 
11 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
12 
! I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have this 23 day of April, 1976, 
15 
served a true and correct copy of the above NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL, 
2 14 f 
FF 2. 8 by placing a copy in the United States mail, postage prepaid, and 
[i : 15; 
HH jaddressed to Mr. Bruce O. Robinson, Attorney at Law, P.O. Box 8, 
xor. 16; 
iB 8 Nampa, Idahc 83651, counsel for Defendant. 
25227 7 
d 
4 8 3 18 


19 
20 
21 


Deputy’ Attorney General 
State of Idaho 
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gie, de Aece ke wem 
STATEMENT 
A ast z 
OF THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE — JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


Shoeshine 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SE 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Case No. 2165 


v. STATEMENT OF CONVICTION 
OF MURDER 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


TO: THE HONORABLE CECIL D. ANDRUS, GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO. 


GREETING: 

Pursuant to Idaho Code, section 19-2706, you are advised 
that on the 22nd day of October, 1975, at Wallace, Shoshone 
County, Idaho, Thomas Eugene Creech was found guilty by a jury 
of the offense of murder in the first degree, two counts. 
Judgment of conviction was given on the 24th day of March, 1976, 
at Boise, Idaho. This District Court has imposed on the 
Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, the sentence of death, as re- 
quired by the laws of the State of Idaho, to be carried out at 
the Idaho State Correctional Institution on the 21st day of 
May, 1976. 

The testimony given at trial shows that Thomas Eugene 
Creech killed Edward Thomas Arnold and John Wayne Bradford n 
Valley County, Idaho, on or about the 4th day of November, 1974, 
by shooting them to death with a handgun. The testimony taken 
at trial further shows that the killings were attended by 
premeditation and malice aforethought and that they were not 
legally justified. There was also testimony that the Defendant, 
Thomas Eugene Creech, was mentally competent to stand trial 
and that the offenses were not the product of mental disease 

STATE OF IDAHO, County of Valley: ss, 


| hereby certify thet the forepoine is a true copy of 
th rt 


2 
e a Mc — | 


wm, 2, 


er defect and that the Defendant was not insane within the 
meaning of the law when the crimes were committed. The 
Defendant testified and denied committing the crimes charged 
but was contradicted by substantial competent evidence. 

A copy of the judgment of the court is transmitted 
herewith. 


DATED This day of April, 1976. 


J. RAY DURTSCHI 
District Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 


10 
FILED 
242 —H— 
tbe State of Idaho — MAYS ~1976 ,. 
S Plaintiff ven? 4 
CERTIFICATE OF NOTICE 
"s- . PURSUANT TO RULE 7? (end 86 
(b) (1) LR.C.P. 
—Thomas Eugene Creech —— 1. 
Defendant 
I, Mary A. Hill » the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


(JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
(STATEMENT OF CONVICTION OF MURDER - Governor Cecil D. Andrus 
TE OF CONVECTION OF MURDER - Governor Cecil D. Andrus —— — 
NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL - COUNSEL 
as notics »'usuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. RC. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 


in envoie res addressed as follows: 


P. o. as 8 

Nampa, IJaho 83651 NOTICE OF CROSS APPFAL 
i Sate lus 

Pr SEN suntan Attorney NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL 


^e» County 


fagna 3e, Idaho 63611 


yuo Thomas 
5 Gef, Attorney General NOTICE OF CROSS APPEAL 
Statehouse 
Boise, Idaho 83720 


Honorable Cecil D. Andrus 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
P STATEMENT OF CONVICTION 
Se 


STATE OF Dann Coo of Hey e 
RE et, e i a fm cony OF 
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| IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATS OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 


Du 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


| above-entitled case is 


Dated this 


Plaintiff, 


Case No. 2165 


CERTIFICATE OF RECEIPT op 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT ON 
APPEAL 


KU 


oct 15 976 
— 
CT — 


Receipt of the Reporter's Transcript on Appeal in the 


reby acknowledged. 


Dated this — /5 day of October, 1976. 


Receipt of the Reporter's Transcript on Appeal in the 
above-entitled case is hereby acknowledged. 


day of October, 1976. 
3 VAINE KIDWELL, Esq. 


iN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
— —-— 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY o FILED 


Legend 
OCT 26 1976 

The State of Idaho 
CERTIFICATE OF 

vs- PURSUANT TO RULE 77 (d). and 55 
(b) (1) LRC. p. í 

__Thomas Eugene e888 
Defendant 
L Mary A. Hill , the undersigned authority, do 


hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy of the 


CERTIFICATE OF RECEIPT OF REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT ON APPEAL 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I. R.C.P. to each of the attorneys of record in this cause 
in envelopes addressed as follows: 


Bruce O. Robinson 
P. O. Box 8 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Robert Remaklus 
Prosecuting Attorne 
Cascade, Idaho 85611 


Lynn Thomas 

De put y Attorney General 
Statehouse 

Boise, Idaho 83720 


Ms Victoria White 

Clerk of the District Court 
P. O. Box 759 

Wallace, Idaho 83873 


STATE OF IDAHO is. 
Dd 
COUNTY OF Clerk of the District Court ofthe 


2 inand tor 

Fourth Judicial District of the State of Idaho. A EN 
hereby certify that the df 

ine County Stem copy ofthe orginal on filein this Clerk of the District Court 


In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, Respondent ) 
and Cross-Appellant, d 
v. 3 NO. 12224 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, d REMITTITUR 
Defendant, Appellant ) 
and Cross-Respondent. ) 


The Court, by per curiam nen on rear gunent on 
rehearing, announced the decision in this cause January 11, 1979, 
to the effect that the judgment of conviction of the District 
Court of the First Judicial District of the State of Idaho, 
Shoshone County, is affirmed; sentence is set aside and the case 
is remanded for further proceedings consistent with the opinion 


in Lindquist. 


IT IS NOW THEREFORE SO ORDERED. 


I. R. H Young. Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho, do hereby certify that the attached and fore- 
gomg is a true and correct copy of the opinion filed in the above entitled cause February 2, 1979, 
and now of record in my office 


WITNESS My hand and the seal of this Court February 2, 1979. 
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THOMAS F, CREECH # 149 
P.O, BOX 1h, UNIT # 
OTSE, IDAHO 83707 


CHAMBFRS 
IDABO 83702 TE WARY, llth, 1979 


DEAR SIR, 

I'M WRITING TO YOU IN REGARDS TO `Y RESSENTENCING DATE. I HAVE BEEN INFORMED 
THAT THE THE ATTORNEY GENERALS OFYICE IS NOT GOING TO FILE TOR REHZARING, THERE- 
FORE I'D LIZ? TO KNOW HOW MUCH LONGER IT WILL = ron I'M RSBENTENCED, 


HERE AS SOON AS POSSISLE SO I CAN MAK? MYSELF AVAILARLE TO THE OTHER STATES, I DON'T 
MEAN TO SEEM IMPATTUNT SUT I CANIT REACLY SOTTILE DOWN AND DO MY TIME WITH ALL THESE 
OTHYR GAHRCTS HANGING OVIR MP, THET IS WHY I'M ASKING TO 3° RESENTENCED AS SOON AS 

I CAN POSSI3LY a8. 


E 

| AS YOU KNOW I HAVT OTHER CHARGES IN OTHER STATES AND I'D LIKE TO F RESENTENGED 
| 

| 

f 

| 

| “THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME IN THIS MATTER. PLEASE REPLY.. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 


THE STATE OF IDAEO, IN AND FOR TEE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 


vs. Case No. 2165 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


«€ 00 sa nnn wo N ra 


Defendant. 


eww Sw 


It appearing that the above-named Defendant is an inmate 
of the Idaho State Penitentiary, and that it is necessary that 
he be brought before the Court on February 23, 1979, at 3:30 P.M. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED That the Ada or Valley County 
Sheriff bring the Defendant from the penitentiary to the Court 
at said time and on said date; : 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That immediately follwing said court 
appearance, the Sheriff return said Defendant to the eustody of 
the Idaho State Penitentiary; . 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That the Idaho State Board of Correc- 
tion release the said Defendant to the Ada or Valley County 
Sheriff for the purpose of the aforementioned appearance and 
retake him into custody from the Sheriff upon his return to the 
penitentiary. 


Dated this 15th day or February, 1979. 


ZA Ray = LAP District Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
wi 


"ED 
an E e a 


FEB 15 879 
2 


— 


The State of Idaho Plaintiff, 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING NOTICE 
PURSUANT To RULE 77 (d) AND 55 
(b) (1) I.R.C.P. 


vs. 


Thomas Eugene Creech 


M M ` Se — — wv 


Defendant. 

I, John Bastida the undersigned authority, do 
hereby certify that I have mailed, by United States mail, one copy 
of the 1 " 

Rere KA ORDER-—— 


as notice pursuant to Rule 77 (d) and 55 (b) (1) I.R.C.P. to each 
of the attorneys of record in this cause in envelopes addressed as 
follows: 


Lynn Thomas 
Statehouse Mail 


Bruce Robinson 
Attorney at Law 
132C 12th Ave. So. 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 


Thomas Creech 
P. O. Box ih, Unit 7 
Boise, Idaho 07 


Dave Segal (hand delivered) 
Sheriffs Office 


JOHN BASTIDA 
Clerk of the District Court 
Ada County, Idaho 


fi RET 
Bu, — 
LK 7-25 a get sil eta  —— 


EN > 
Deputy > 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
Jere 19 


District Judge 
February 23, 1979 . 


Date 
COURT MINUTES 
The STate of Idaho ) 
) s 
Plaintiff - ) We. yc 2165. 
) 
Thomas Eugene Creech ) 
Defendant - 
Appearances. Tape L-19% ` #0000-0042 
Lynn Thomas Counsel for State 
Attorney General 
Bruce Robinson Counsel for Defendant 
Attorney at Law 
EOR RESENTEHCING: 


Defendant present. 
Comments made by the Court. Court reviewed file. 


Counsel and defendant waived any mitigation hearing and pre-sentence 
investigation. 


Comments made by the Court. 


Defendant waived time and requested the court to proceed with the 
sentencing. 


Statements made by counsel. 


Comments made by the Court. Court will impose sentence under the Statute 
of Second Degree Murder. 


Court found there being no legal cause why Judgment should not be pronounced, 
sentenced the defendant to the Idaho State Board of Corrections, to life 
imprisonment on both counts, to run consecutively. Defendant to receive 
credit for any jail time spent in county jails and also the ISBC. 


Defendant was Remanded. 


COURT REPORTER'S ESTIMATED 
COST OF TRANSCRIPT, "m 
PROCEFDINCS.. A 7 C7 mod 
L  , ———— —L— . — 
Opening — 
Closing... 
Trial 
Reporter: — John Gambee Appi uved by: 


Clerk dë 
dated a |: (0 o. LER hes ; 


oon & o 9 Q Ww rä 


— — e 2 2 28 2 E 
e -3 e ùt e u Nm © 


19 


S SSR NEN 


8 2 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 
E 5 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, Case No. 9701 
-vs- 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ORDER AMENDING JUDGMENT 


OF CONVICTION 
Defendant. 


ee ee 


The Prosecuting Attorney with the Befendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, and his counsel, Bruce Robinson, came into 
Court in Boise, Ada County, Idaho, on the 23rd day of February, 
1979, pursuant to Remittitur from the Idaho Supreme Court 
entered on February 2, 1972, in which it was ordered that 
the judgment of conviction entered on March 25, 1976, be 
affirmed, but that the sentence be set aside and the case 
remanded for re-sentencing. 

The Court heard statements from the prosecuting attorney, 
and counsel for the defendant;the defendant waived his right 
to a hearing in mitigation, a pre-sentence investigation, 
and time for pronouncement of sentence and when asked if he 
had any statement to make before sentence was pronounced he 
replied that he had none; 

Thereupon the Court renders its judgment: 

That whereas the said Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, 
having been duly convicted in this Court of the crimes of 
Murder in Che First Degree under Count I and Murder in the 
First Degree under Count II, pursuant to judgment entered on 
the 25th day of March, 1976, 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECrEED, that the 
said Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, is guilty of the crimes 


of Murder in the First Degree upon two counts and that he be 


— — 


1 sentenced to the Custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction 
2 of the State of Idaho for the term of his natural life as:to 
3 Count"I, and for the term of his natural life as to Count II, 
4 the sentence as to Count II to commence at the termination of 
5 the term of imprisonment for Count I. Defendant shall receive 
6 credit on said sentence for his continuous incarceration 
7 since November 8, 1974. 
8 Defendant remanded for execution of the sentence. 
9 Dated this 23rd day of February, 1979. 
10 
11 . l 
ct Judge 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
2 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRI 


c 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case Wo. 9701 


) 
) 

Plaintiff, ) 
) 

vs. ) ORDER CORRECTING RECORD 
) 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ) ——.——.— 

) Fil. EC 

Defendant. ) [OE 
) 


APR2 $1976 


m ER 4 Ac. 


TO: THE CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR Tig COUNTY 
OF SHOSHONE 


Pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 36, you are hereby ordered 
in the above entitled case as follows: 

1. To correct the caption on all papers and pleadings 
filed since the Order changing venue in this matter to show 
the Court to be the District Court of the First Judicial 
District in and for the County of Shosnone vhere the Court is 
othervise designated. 

? To file nun pro tunc in Shoshone County all papers 
and pleadings filed in Valley County since tne Order changing 
venue in this matter as of the date said papers vere filed 
| in Valley County. 
| 3. To correct all orders directed to the Clerk of the 
| 
l 


District Court in and for Valley County in connection with 


3| the preparation of the record on appeal in tnis matter to 


show that they are directed to the Clerk of the District 
Court in and for Shoshone County. . 


STATE OF 'DAHA, r^c 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICLAL DISTRICT 


OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, 
Case No. 2165 
Vs 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


wwe e —— — — — — 


The Prosecuting Attorney with the Defendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, and his counsel, Bruce Robinson, came into Court 
in Boise, Ada County, Idaho, on the 25th day cf March, 1976. 

The Defendant was duly informed by the Court as 
follows: 

The Defendant was advised of the nature of the 
information filed against him for the crime of murder in the 
first degree on two counts committed on or about the 4th day of 
November, 1974; of his arraignment on December 4, 1974 and of 
the continuation thereof until January 8, 1975, for the entry 
of this plea; of his appearance with the Public Defender of 
Valley County, Idaho, as his attorney on the said 8th day of 
January, 1975, and his entry of a plea of "not guilty to two 
counts of murder in the first degree"; of the commencement of 
his trial at Cascade, Valley County, Idaho, on the 20th day of 
May, 1975, and of his Motion for Change of Venue on tho 2lst 
day of May, 1975, and of the Order of this Court made May 22, 
1975, granting such Motion for Change of Venue; of the Order 
entered June 18, 1975, pursuant to hearing on June 4, 1975, 
granting his Motion for Change of Attorney and of his selection 


of Bruce kobinson as his attorney herein; of the hearing on 


STATE OF a 0-9 ey 
i ne K en- in · 


copy of 
1 ? ! ot record in tt urt. 
Dated: eu 2 BS 
-Panas AL V 


July 10, 1975, for change of venue to Shoshone County and the 
entry of an perder therefore on the 14th day of July, 1975; of 
the hearing on August 14, 1975, pursuant to Stipulation, whereat 
the trial was set for October 6, 1975 in Shoshone County, Idaho; 
that such trial commenced October 6, 1975, and that on October 22, 
1975, a verdict of guilty to two counts of murder in the first 
degree was returned; the Defendant was advised that every person 
found guilty of murder in the first degree shall suffer death. 

The Defendant was then asked if he had any statement 
to make before sentence was pronounced to which he replied that 
he had none. The Defendant was then asked if he had any legal 
cause to show why judgment should not be pronounced against 
him to which he replied that he had none. Thereupon the Court 
renders its judgment: That whereas the said Defendant, Thomas 
Eugene Creech, having been duly convicted in this Court of the 
crine of two counts of murder in the first degree, 

It is therefore ordered, adjudged and decreed that 
the said Defendant, Thomas Eugene Creech, is guilty of the crime 
of murder in the first degree up -^ counts and as punishment 
therefore he shall upon each count suffer death in the manner 
provided by the statutes of the State of Idaho on the 21st day 
of May, 1976. 

The Defendant was then remanded to the custody of the 
Sheriff of the County of Ada, State of Idaho, to be delivered 
by him into the custody of the Director of the State Board of 
Corrections, State of Idaho, for execution of such sentence. 


DATED This 25th day of March, 1976. 


— f - 
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v District Judge 
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Thomas E. Creech 
Post Office Box 7399 
30ise, Idaho 83707 


€ State v. Creech 
‘ase No. 2165 


Dear Mr. Creecn: 


In response co your letter of September iu, 1976, the 
reporter tells me that tne transcript of the trial is nearing 
completion. I am sure you will understand that the 
transcript is an unusually long one in view of the length 
of the trial. We have no provision for a court reporter 
to take time off from daily court work to do work on appea. 
transcripts. This requires -hat he work on appeal 
transcripts while at the same time doing dailv trial and 
court work. Under these circumstances I feel the reportes 
has progressed much faster on this transcript than I expectec 
him to. Once the transcript is served cn the attorneys they 
each have an opportunity to file objections to its 
accuracy. When the transcript is finally settled for 
accuracy the attorneys then write and file briefs with th- 
Supreme Court. After tne briefs are all in tne matter is 
scheduled for oral argument in the Supreme Court at its next 
regular term after trat. I can't predict how long all 
of these matters wil. take. However, I see nothing at this 
point to indicate that Mr. Robinson is not pursuing your 
appeal diligently.  Purthermore, it would be an extreme 
burden on a new attorney who had no background in the case 
and did not participate in tne trial to be brcught in at 
this point to handle the appeal. In fact it might be 
prejudicial to you. In any case, once an appeal is filed the 
district court loses jurisdiction in the matter and any 
further proceedings nave to be handled by the Supreme Court. 
Therefore, it would not be appropriate for me to schedule 
any further hearings in this case while the appeal is 
pending. 


Very truly urs, 


istrict Judge 


d Ray DunTSCHI 
YUOGE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRIC? 
RESIDENT CHAMBERS 
BOISE.IDAHO 83702 


September 5, 1980 


Mr. William G. Schrieber 
2403 8th Avenue 
Lewiston, Idaho 83501 
RE: State vs. Creech 
Dear Mr. Schrieber: 
Ir reply to your letter concerning return of your gun, 
am enclosing a copy of a letter I wrote to Robert Remaklus, 


former prosecuting attorney for Valley County, in reply to 


an inquiry he made on your behalf. 


Ze — 


J. Ray Durtschi 
District Judge 
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TELEPHONE (916) 444.0520 


* Office Of The 
DISTRICT ATTORNEY 


SACRAMENTO COUNTY 
* — Phe P.O. Box 749 . 905 G Street . Sacramento, California 95804 
* 


JOHN M. PRICE GEOFFREY BURROUGHS 
District Attorney Chief Deputy District Attorney 


March 29, 1976 


Honorable J. =, Durtschi 
District Court Judge 
Boise, Idaho 


Attn: Cierk of the Court 

Re: THOMAS E. CREECH 

Dear Judge Durtschi 

It is our understanding that Thomas E. Creech was to be sentenced in your 

Court on March 25, 1976, for the murders of John Wayne Bradford and Edward 

Thomas Arnold. 

Confirming our recent telephone call to your office, it is our intention to re- 

quest temporary custody of Mr. Creech under the Interstate Agreement on 

Detainers so that he can be prosecuted in Sacramento County for Murder First 

Degree. In order to do so, we will require proof of his prior conviction for 

the murders of Bradford and Arnold, as well as the Minute Order on the con- 

viction and the Sentence Order. 

Your assistance in this matter will be greatly appreciated. 

Very truly yours | 
| > { 

V. X E d Wire 

GEQFFR BURROUGHS 

Chief Deputy 

GB:jc 


Valley County Sheriffe Officer 


UB. She phend WI 


Honorable W. E. Smith 
Fourth Judicial District Judae 
Cascade, Idaho 


n H 


Dear Judge Smith: 


Will you please send me a letter so that I may dispose for junk the 
Creech murder car that we have been holding in our county yard these past years. 
This car was never entered into evidence during the trial cf Mr. Creech and it 
belonged to one of the victims of the crime. 


Some years ago we tried to contact a brother, in colorado, of the owner, 
with negative results. The car is a 1955 Buick 4-door sedan which has been in an 
unsecured area and has been vandalized numerous times, and we would like to remove 
the eyesore from our county yard. There is no value connected with the vehicle 
and it would be for disposal purposes only. 


Respectfully, 
, 


M. B. Shepherd, Sheri ff 
Valley County, Ida ha 


J. Rav DuRTSCH:! 
JUDGE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
RESIDENT CHAMBERS 
BOISE, IDAHO 83702 


Robert H. Remaklus 
Professional Center Building 
P. O. Box 759 

Cascade, Idaho 83611 


RE: State vs. Creech 
Dear Mr. Remaklus: 


In answer to your inquiry concerning the murder weapon 
in the above case, disposition of exhibits and court records 
in criminal actions are governed by I.C. 19-3807, ICR 41.1, 
and I. C. A. R. 38(d). Until receipt of your letter I had not 
been aware that Mr. Schreiber was even seeking to recover 
the gun. It would seem to me that a general order for dis- 
position of exhibits in the case should be addressed to the 
administrative judge pursuant to I.C.A.R. 38(d) after giving 
appropriate notice to the Historical Society. As trial judge 
I could endorse an approval on that order for release of the 
gun to conform to the requirements of I.C. 19-3807, if no 
law enforcement agency is seeking to obtain possession of the 
gun. If any law enforcement agency contests Mr. Schreiber's 
right to recover the gun, the matter would probably need to 
be noticed for a hearing with appropriate notice to Mr. 
Schreiber and the interested law enforcement agency. 


District Judge 


JRD/bae 


CC: Prosecuting Attorney of 
Valley County 
Sheriff of Valley County 


T ROBERT H. REMAKLUS, LAWYER, P.A. 


n June 16, 1980 

Robert H. Remaklus Stanley A. McAlister 
Professional Center Building 201 North Third Street 
104 West Co*cade Street Post Office Box 1495 
Post Office Box 759 McCall, Idaho 83638 
Cascade, Idaho 89611 Telephone |08)654-7188 


Honorable J. Ray Durtschi 
Fourth District Judge 
Ada County Courthouse 
Boise, Idaho 


Re: State vs Creech 
Dear Judge Durtschi: 


William G. Schreiber of Lewiston, Idaho, owner of the 
murder weapon in the above matter has been trying for 
several years to obtain such weapon from custody of the 
court and apparently has received no satisfaction or 
direction. 


I discussed this matter with Valley County Sheriff, Blair 
M. Shepherd, and advised that I was going to contact you. 
He asked me to inqure about whether or not he could ob- 
tain an order to dispose of the balance of the evidence. 


If your order is required to obtain Mr. Schreiber's pistol 
I shall prepare the same. Also I shall be most happy to 
pass along to the sheriff any recommendation you have with 
reference to the balance of the evidence. 

With kindest personal regards, I am, 


Very truly yours, 


egene 


Robert H. Remaklus 
bb 


o 
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THOMAS: Can you describe that person’ 

SPAULDING: No. 

THOMAS: What kimd of car was it? 

SPAULDING: It was a small car. 

THOMAS: Like a Toyota or Datsun or one of those kind? 
SPAULDING: Yea. . 


THOMAS: Was it a man or woman driving? 


SPAULDING: A woman and a child. * 
THOMAS: A woman and a child. Do you remember approxim*' ly what 


her age was? Was she old, middle aged, young? 

SPAULDING: I can't remember thet, but I remember she had a little 
boy or little girl. 

REXAKLUS : What dic you talk about on Le way down with her? 
SPAULDING: 1 . think nothin’. Tom usually done all the talking, 
I never done the talking. 

REMAKLUS: Do you remenber what they talked about? 

SPAULDING: Huh uh 

REMAKLUS: We've ny een syle to locate whoever that was 
(unintelligible) ^ they tave around there, do you know? 
SPAULDING: I thin, they didn't go all the way into Boise, right 
outside Boise. 

THOMAS: Did the yen off the road and let you out, or something 
like that? 

SPAULDING: Yea, they let us out. 

THOMAS: Doe you resember what you were near when you got out, a 
road or anything like that. 

SPAULDING: The road that goes 

THOMAS: State Street? 

SPAULDING: 1 don' 

THOMAS: Was there 

SPAULDING: 1 don't here 1 a store and a hamburger 
stand. 1 don't knc 

THOMAS: Did yc 


SPAULDING: -Üh huh. 
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THOMAS: Or did you walk the rest of the way? 

SPAULDING: We got another ride. 

REMAKLUS: Carol, did you get out of the first car with the woman 
and the child where the 2-lane highway ran into a 4-lane highway, 
do you remember? 


SPAULDING: Huh uh, I couldn't remember where he lived. It's a big 


street though, it was a big street and there was a fishing tackle 


store or something. 

REMAKLUS: Was it a place where you could drive under like an old 

fashioned service station? 

SPAULDING: Huh uh, it was right along side the road. 

REMAKLUS: Was there a stop light near there? 

SPAULDING: I didn't notice. 

REMAKLUS: I'11 bet I know where it was. 

THOMAS: I think, did you tell somebody before that Tom had told 

you that he had killed other people and you didn't believe him, or 

something like that? 

SPAULDING: Yea, I think it was mentioned a couple of times. 

THOMAS: Did he tell you anything specific about any of those people? 

SPAULDING: He said he shot a guy in church, and I though in a 

church, why would he do something like that. didn't say nothing 

about it, I just ignored it. I wanted to go home to my “om, the 

whole time, and then when I got home to my Mom he wanted to leave 

and 1 wanted to stay with my Mom, but he said we'll come back, we'll 
Sone back. T just want you to come with ne. 

THOMAS: Did he say where vou vere going? Did he talk about going 

to Denver, or anything like that? 

SPAULDING: I think he talked about going to New Mexico. He said 

there was some biker there he wanted to see. T didn’t really want 

to go with him because I just wanted to see my Mom. 

NHOMAS: Uh huh. 

SPAULDING: Nas onix rere a couple of days. 


THOMAS: 
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SPAULDING: To New Mexico, I think. 

THOMAS: To New Mexico? 

REMAKLUS: Had Tom been a biker, himself? 

SPAULDING: He said he had, I'd never seen him. 

REMAKLUS: What group did he belong to? 

SPAULDING: He said some (unintelligible) 

THOMAS: Did you ever see him around any bikers or talking to any 
bikers? ^ 
SPAULDING: Huh, uh. 


THOMAS: Can you remember anything about any of the people that 


you did meet when you were with Tom out on the road or any other 
place? 

SPAULDING: Not really. 

THOMAS: Were there a lot of people? 

SPAULDING: Yea, we was hitchhiking, and there is a lot of people 
when you're hitchhiking. 

THOMAS: Did you ever pal around with anybody for any length of 
time that you would... 

SPAULDING: Just the guy we stole the car from. 

THOMAS: That was in Virginia? 

SPAULDING: Yea, I think so. Because Tom and him was breaking into 
places. 

THOMAS: Was that in Virginia? 

SPAULDING: No it was in Tennessee, around there. I really don't 
know but it was on the way to Kentucky. 

REMAKLUS: On your vay to Kentucky? 

SPAULDING: Yea. 

REMAKLUS: Where did you pick that (unintelligible) un? 
SPUALDING: On our way to Kentucky. I don't remember where. 1 
think maybe in Texas. I don't know. 

REMAKLUS: Was he driving a stolen 

SPAULDING: Well he said he was. After awhile he told us that 
has car vas! 

REMAKLUS: Did Tom get in a gun fight back there in Kentucky? 


SPAULDING: f never seen him with a gua until the end. 
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REMAKLUS: Until when? 

SPAULDING: Until the end. I never saw him with a gun. 

REMAKLUS: Did you know he had that gun when you left your Mother's 
place? 

SPAULDING: No. 

REMAKLUS: When did you find out about it? 


SPAULDING: When he shot them I found out but, he had a little lump 


in his side, and I knew something was there, but I thought it was 
something for me. Because he was always getting me things, and 
then he'd surprise me with them. So I thought maybe it was 
something for me so I was just gonna let it be. But it wasn't. 
I hope it wasn't. 
REMAKLUS: Did you see him with amy other guns or knives in the 
car? 
SPAULDING: I didn't see none. 
REMAKLUS: Did you see anybody take a knife and hold it up towards 
Tom? 
SPAULDING: Huh uh, I don't think so. 
REMAKLUS: You know, when you got into Boise there, did you know 
those people where you were going, or did Tom? 
SPAULDING: Neither one of us did. 
REMAKLUS: How did you happen to get acquainted? 
SPAULDING: We was at a truck stop and we met him, and he said 
oh you can come stay with me, my wife's pregnant and she needs 
help. So I helped out with his wife and done the dishes and 
cleaned the floor and the house and stuff. 
REMAKLUS: Now vas that Marsh? 
SPAULDING: Uh huh, and she had her baby. So I helped her out a 
little. 

MAKLUS: Was it Marsh...and who was it with Tom that robbed the 
7-11 Storc? 
SPAULDING: 1 don't know his naue. 

"AKLUS: 


SPAULDING: There wa 
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REMAKLUS: Two went with Tom. 

SPAULDING: Uh huh. 

REMAKLUS: Was it Gilliland? 

SPAULDING: didn't know his name, Rick I think. 

REMAKLUS: and Marsh? 

THOMAS: Rick? 

SPAULDING: Rick, I didn't know his last name, I knew his first name. 
REMAKLUS: One of them lit out, you know... 

THOMAS: That was Marsh. 

REMAKLUS: It was his wife that had the baby, wasn't it? 
SPAULDING: rea. 

REMAKLUS: Mrs. Marsh, you went over to the hospital didn't you 
and visited her? 

SPAULDING: Yea. I bought her some candy. 

REMAKLUS: Did Tom ever boast and brag to you about killing other 
people? 

SPAULDING: I think just the guy in the church. You know, just 
to hear him talk like that, lots of guys go around saying they've 
killed people before, you know? It's must something I guess that 


shovs, their manlihood. I don't know, maybe that's why Tom 


0; 
Did it, to show me what a man he was. I've heard that so much 


from different guys. What's so big about that? What makes you 

So big, that doesn't make you big, it makes you small. 80 I 

just didn't believe it, really. Then he told me he was wanted, and 
I thought, if you're wanted what are you doing out here on the road 
hitchhiking, that's what I thought. He said so much weird stuff 

I thought...I just kinda thought he was nuts. 

REMAKLUS: Was he always pretty nice to you? 

SPAULDING: He was always nice to everybody we met. He seemed 

real nice and friendly. He was even nice to the guys he killed. 
REMAKLUS: Yea, it's kind of hard to understand isn't it. 


SPAULDING: ea. He was r t too. lon know, after he 
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shet them guys he kept saying Carol I'd never hurt you, I'd never 


shoot you, because he knew that I was scared to death, so he kept 


telling me that. 


THOMAS: Did he ever mention anything about shooting this guy 

that picked you up at the rest ston? 

SPAULDING: At the rest stop? 

THOMAS: Rivers, Steven Rivers? 

SPAULDING: No, but I thought he was going to 

THOMAS: Did you? 

SPAULDING: I kind of did, yea. 

SPAULDING: Because when we got stopped he had the gun right here, 
and he put it in my purse, but 

THOMAS: Sort of in his belt, you mean? 

SPAULDING: In his...tucked in his pants. You know I kind of 
wanted to do something because I kind of thought he might. I 

didn't really know, but that fellow was a nice guy (unintelligible). 
REMAKLUS: (Unintelligible), but I have never used it. 

SPAULDING: I don't know if he was or not, though. 

THOMAS: He never mentioned it to you in any event? 

SPAULDING: Huh uh, but after he shot them guys, I just didn't 

know what he was going to do. 

THOMAS: Did Tom talk to you or discuss his past life or his 
childhood or his family? 

SPAULDING: Yea, he said he was married twice. I think he (unintelligibl 
I don't know. 

THOMAS: Did he talk about his parents? 

SPAULDING: He said his father was dead, and his mother wasn't. 
THOMAS: He said she was not? 

SPAULDING: His Mother, she was alive. And he said she was a good 
cook. 

THOMAS: did he speak highly of her? 


SPAULDING: Not really. 
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REMAKLUS: Did he tell you that he had a pretty rough time growing 

up? 

SPAULDING: He didn't talk much about when he was a kid, about playing 
and stuff (unintelligiblc) 

THOMAS: Did he talk about any particular kind of play that he 


did when he was a child? 


(Side one ends) (Part of conversation missed) 

(Side two) 

THOMAS: What about this Freddie now, did he have a brother named 
Freddie, or do you know? 

SPAULDING: He said he did. I never met him or talked to him or 
anything. 

THOMAS: Was it Freddie Creech or did he have another name? 
SPAULDING: Well when I net Tom I didn't know. He didn't give me 
his name. He never told ne it was Thomas Creech. He said it was 
Larry something. 

THOMAS: Was it Larry MeWhorter? 

SPAULDING: Yea, that was what he said his name was. I went along 
until we got on our way back to Lewiston and then he said "I'm vanted." 
"My name's not Larry," and I thought "huh" you know I just started 
noticing weird things happening and stuff. 

THOMAS: Did he ever mention a Freddie Richardson? 

SPAULDIFG: Huh uh. I think his brothers went by McWhorter, I'm 
not sure. 

REMAKLUS: There's a lot of names in here, of course Gillian, uh 
SPAULL ING: I read a story he had in detective magazine; Thomas Creech 
was in it. One of the girls had a detective book here. 

REMAKLUS: Did they? 

SPAULDING: Yes. It said how cute I was. 

RENAKLUS: Do they still have the book around here? 

SPAULDING: Yea. 


RE*AKLUS : Let's ge 
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licutenant. 

SPAULDING: One of the girls had it. 

THOMAS: Is that the one that talked about the Portland case? 
SPAULDING: Yea, it talked about the Arizona case and Portland case. 
THOMAS: Did it have a picture of Tom on the front, and 


SPAULDING: Yea, it was called the Killer with the Cross on His Cheek. 


THOMAS: Yea, that's the “Inside Detective" story. We've already seen it 


REMAKLUS: Well, I'd never heard of it. 
SPAULDING: When I came back here after I went up there for the 

trial and came back, everybody said you was in the detective magazine. 
I thought, "oh no," then I read it. 

REMAKLUS: Did you see it, Lynn? 

THOMAS: Yea, Joel Grayson sent me a copy. Didn't he send you a copy? 
Oh, well, I'll get you a copy of it. Your name's in it. 

SPAULDING: My name's not, was it? 

THOMAS: Yeah 

SPAULDING: I don't think it was. 

THOMAS: Maybe I could be mistaken 

SPAULDING: I don't think it was. 

THOMAS: Maybe I could be mistaken 

SPAULDING: I was hoping it wasn't. 

THOMAS: Maybe you were simply described in it rather than being 
SPAULDING: Yea, he said how cut I was. I hope my name wasn't 

in it, because I 

THOMAS: Maybe not, it could be that they didn't mention vour actual 
naue. 

REMAKLUS: What's the...do you like it better down here than you did 
up there in Boise? 

SPAULDING: A little bit, it's a little nicer. I'm going to school 
and trying to get my GED, which in Boise I couldn't do. You know, 

a teacher came ia once a month, that wasn't enough , really. 


REMAKLUS: There's more gals down here than there were in Boise. 
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SPAULDING: Yea. 

REMAKLUS: Did they all come down here, Carol? 

SPAULDING: Uh huh 

REMAKLUS: I was really surprised. 

SPAULDING: They closed it down because there wasn't enough people 
in it. 


REMAKLUS: I wondered why they.....There's some pretty 


cute girls in here, right there. What are these kids in for, do 


you know? 

SPAULDING: Oh, al! kinds of different things. There's one thing 
that's really strenge since I've been in prison that I've noticed. 
There's a lot of people for killing their husbands and wives. A 
popular crime. I think that's unusual. 

REMAKLUS: No, I think you have more opportunity to get mad at a 
husband or wife than anybody else, you're around them more, you know. 
SPAULDING: Yea, that's kind of unusual. 

REXAKLUS: Yeah, some of these gals in for that? 

SPAULDING: Yea, a couple of them are. It jest kind of struck me 

as unusual that there was that many. Then in Idaho there was a lot 
for assault with deadly weapons, shooting them but not killing them. 
Seems like a lot of people shot their husbands. 

REMAKLUS: You know I've got one of those, I've got to try a young 
woman in McCall. She took a deer rifle to her husband, and when she 
shot him she shot him right here. He was just bending over to take 
off his overshoes when she shot hir. e 
SPAULDING: Did it kill him? 

REMAKLUS: No, it didn't kill him, just as he bent over to take off 
his overshoes, otherwise she'd have got him right thrcugh thc heart. 
Husbard and wife, they're both screxy. There's quite a few of these 
Sais, aren't there? Probably a lot of guys over in the other place 
for lowering the boom on the old lady too. You think any day now 


for your baby, huh? 
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SPAULDING: Yea, and then it has to be in a foster home. I'm 
worried about how I'm going to get it out of there. 

REMAKLUS: Well I tell you this is al! strange tc me, because I've 
never been involved in a situation like this, so I don't have any 
advice or any words of wisdom for you on that. 

SPAULDING: Yea, well like welfare workers will come to see me, and 


I'll try to talk about how I'm going to get it and how I'm gonna, 


where it's gonna be placed, and they will say now just a minute and 


let me finish. They tell me about adoption. They say just let me 
finish and tell me how nice it is. I don't want to adopt it out. 
REMAKLUS: Carol, how far through school did you get? 

SPAULDING: I got about a 105 grade level in my school 

REMAKLUS: Well it shouldn't be very difficult for you to get your GED. 
SPAULDING: Huh uh. I just have problems with math and I'm getting 
over that. I've got over most of it. 

REMAKLUS: Now what is the name of the place in Seattle that you 

may attend? 

SPAULDING: Pioneer Cooperative Affiliation is the name of it. 
REMAKLUS: Say that again. 

SPAULDING: Pioneer Cooperative Affiliation. I don't know too 

much about it. They just wrote and told me that if I was interested 
to write to them, so I wrote them and I'm waiting to hear from them. 
REMAKLUS: We sent a fellow up on a burglary charge, and we sent he 
and his wife and his kids ail of them over to a program over at 
Glesgow, Montana where they take the vhole family and so that sounded 
good to ne, and maybe get them all squared around: 

SPAULDING: Oh, wow. 

REMAKLUS: Well this sounds good, I hope you don't change your mind. 
Now you want to go up there because you'll learn semething and if 
you're going to keep that baby, you have to be able to earn a living. 
You can't take the baby out on the road like you were. 


SPAULDING: Well the people in Idalo screwed me over when I had my 
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that's what I'm going to do, and I didn't get out. 

REMAKLUS: Well I think you are going to have to figure on being able 
to support yourself, here. 

SPAULDING: Yea, I know, that's what I'm planning on doing, but I 

was going to do that until I could get situated and while the 

baby is so little, so I could take care of it, but I can't do that. 
She told me I could, but she lied to me, not really. " 
REMAKLUS: The only time that I was ever out at the Idaho Penitentiary, 
the new one, was that day that Jim and I came down to visit vith 

you. I'd never been in there before or since. 

SPAULDING: Yea. 

REMAKLUS: Do they take pretty good care of you here? Do you feel 
(unintelligible) 

SPAULDING: Oh yea, they do alright. 

REMAKLUS: How's the food and everything? Do they have good food here? 
SPAULDING: It's okay. 

REMAKLUS: You don't sound very enthusiastic. 

SPAULDING: Well, sometimes it's better and sometimes it's worse. 
REMAKLUS: Well, Lynn, uh, I want to ask you somemore, just some names 
just to see if they wouldn't refresh your memory, and let's see Rick, 
well that was down in Boise. Jeff Oslow from Crescent City, California, 
did he ever mention him? 

SPAULDING: No, but he mentioned he knew some people in Crescent City. 
REMAKLUS: Then there is sonebody John Boy and here's a Jerry. Let's 
see, Paul C. Amerrow. 

SPAULDING: No. 

REMAKLUS:  Ammeralt? 


SPAULDING: No, I didn't know any of Tom's friends. 


REMAKLUS: He was from Baltimore. Jerry and his old lady Donna, 


was that the Sage that you mentioned? 

THOMAS: Yea, that's what I was after 

SPAULDING. Where docs it say about them? 

REMAKLUS: Well it just says here “they thought I was Larry McWhorter, 


and they didn't run a fingerprint check, so ence again I escaped 
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the hand of the law. In the early part of October I was sent to 
New Mexico to waste three Mexicans who were prospects of the Banditos 
who had killed one of our members." Were the Banditos a biker? "I 
found them, killed them at Blue Waters State Park near Grants, New 
Mexico." Is that familiar to you? "I also took Jerry and Donna 
and John Boy on that trip. Jerry and his old lady Donna had ripped 
off 20 pounds of smack from our family and vas also responsible for 
the death of...." ) 
SPAULDING: That's, that's what he told me about. Right after I 
met him he saidthat's what Jerry and Donna, they took that dope. 
REMAKLUS: And then here I can't, "the death of" and then I can't 
read that, they've cut it off, then 

THOMAS: Well what else did he tell you about that? 

SPAULDING: Well that was the first night th.t I knowed him. I 
knowed him before, but that vas the first night that ve left the 
carnival together. He was calling to ask about his car, his car, 
his car, trying to get hold of his car, and he said that it was in 
his car, this dope was. Then he said they tore the rear end out of 


his car, but I guess, I don't know. 


THOMAS: Well that was after they left with the car? 


SPAULDING: Yea, I never saw the car. But he said they were fixing 
it, and they tore the rear end out of it when they got impounded. 
THOMAS: Was that Jerry and Donna that tore the rear end out of it? 
SPAULDING: This was a different one from the one we picked up hitch- 
hiking. 

THOMAS: This is a different Jerry and Donna? 

SPAULDING: Yea, and then the people we picked up hitchhiking, their 
names was Jerry and Donna. 

THOMAS: Well had he talked about Jerry and Donna before you picked 
up these hitchhikers, or did that come up aftervard? 

SPAULDING: Well he just talked about them that night. 

THOMAS: Was that er you had picked up the other Jerry and Donna? 
SPAULDING: No, that 


LDLMAKLUS: The night 


Pace 31 - Spaulding 

SPAULDING: Yea, that was the night. 

REMAKLUS: Let m2 read you a little bit more here, maybe it will 
THOMAS: Excuse me just a second. 

REMAKLUS: ‘Yea, sure. 

THOMAS: Did you ever personally see the other Jerry and Donna or 
meet them, that supposedly stole the dope? 

SPAULDING: No. He just talked about them. 


REMAKLUS: It said "so unsuspecting the death ritual had been imposed 


on them and they were to die. Jerry really begged a lot for me not 

to kill him, but I shot him while he was still begging. John 

Boy took care of Donna and he also killed two old people and ripped 

off their camper. That vas out of order, so I also wasted John 

Boy. But John Boy died the next week in his van in Barstow, Californie.’ 

Do you know anything about that? 

SPAULDING: The only people we met in Barstow is, I can't remember 

their names. Rosemary and Lee was their names. We took their car. 

REMAKLUS: Do you know anything about a van down there? 

SPAULDING: .No. When we was in Barstow, we was just going through. 

We got on the freeway and got a ride. We got a ride to this old 

ghost town kind of like. There's a ghost town by.there, it wes by 

there, and there was no cars that drove by there at all. Then 

finally this guy that picked us up and give us a ride out to that 

old deserted place, we was having coffee and then we was walking 

back to the freeway, and this same guy picked us up and he said “you 

can stay with us.". So we stayed with him. Then we got drunk. 

THOMAS: That was the Jerry then. 

SPAULDING: No that vas Lee, Lee and Rosemary. So we stayed with 

thea a couple of, and they were weird. They wanted to swap out 

and stuff. I thought this isn't what I want to do. 

REMAKLUS: You mean change partners? 

SPAULDING: Yea. Then, well, we stayed there a couple of days and 
to some caves. We went to Calico Ghost Town, a ghost town, 


ind of sight sceing. 
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THOMAS: Tom stole their car you mean? 

SPAULDING: Yea. 

THOMAS: What happened to them? 

SPAULDING: Well, we was at the caves. They was lookin at these caves 
and there was some, it was just kind of a hassle really. 

REMAKLUS: Well did, uh, 


SPAULDING: to me. He took the keys out of the car and then they was 


looking for the keys and they couldn't find them so thev decided 


they was gonna walk anc told us to stay with the car. 

THOMAS: They walked off then and did yov ever see them after that? 
SPAULDING: No. 

THOMAS: After they walked away you drove off with the car, or Tom 
did, rather? 

SPAULDING: Yea. I don't know how to drive. 

THOMAS: Did you ever go inside of any of these caves around this 
“Tea? 

SPAULDING: Uh huh. 

THOMAS: Was that at Calico? 

SPAULDING: Yea, it was right be Calico (unintelligible) and we 
went in some of them, but it was no fun going in them. They just 
had holes and stuff and things to bang your head on. So me and 
Rosemary most of the time we just set around. We'd sit inside 
this little front part of the cave, like some have a real big front 
like a front room. We'd just sit there and wait. 

THOMAS: Were you ever with Tom any place in California when your 
car got stuck and you were pulled out by a Pepsi-Cola truck or a 
beer truck or any other thing like that? 

SPAULDING; No, Barstow was the only place we ever got a car, and 
from Barstow we went to Arizona righi after we got it. 

THOMAS: In other words, you got the car from Rosemary and Lee in 
Barstow; is that where the “ine area is, around Barstow? 


SPAULDING: Uh huh. 


Yea, and that's wher 


Page 33 - Spaulding 

THOMAS: And then they took the car from you, is that right? 
REMAKLUS: They stole it from you and Tor? 

SPAULDING: No, wc give it to them. 

THOMAS: Oh, you gave it to them, I see. 

SPAULDING: Out of the kindness of our heart. 

REMAKLUS: You gave then-Lee's car. 

SPAULDING: Yea. e 

THOMAS: Well do you know what Lee end Rosemary's last name might be? 
SPAULDING: Wert, W-E-R-T 

THOMAS: W-E-R-T. Were they the actual owners of the car, or had they 
SPAULDING: T think they was buying it. 1 don't think they owned 

it yet, but they were just from Michigan, but they'd noved to, the 
car was from Michigan, but T don't think the plates were, I'm not 
Sure though. 

THOMAS: Well had been living in Michigan or...or in California? 


SPAULDING: They | á iving in California then, but before they'd 


E it was around the Calico Mines that you took the car 
from then and then, let me get it straight in my mind, where was 
it that Jerry and Donna picked up the car from you? 

SPAULDING: We gave it to them in Albuquerque. 

THOMAS: Albuquerque, New Mexico. 

SPAULDING: Yea. 

THOMAS: Did you hitchhike then from there on to Kentucky? 


SPAULDING: Yea, until we got into Kentucky and went into Virginia. 
We turned around up in Virginia and (unintelligible) to see my Mom. 
THOMAS: What was the reason for giving them the car? Was it 
because it was stolen? 

SPAULDING: Yea, F didn't like the idea of having a hot car, it 
just helped me get arrested and then I'd get in trouble and I 
wanted to go sce my V». That's the only reason I done any of that 


shit, because I wanted 


to see mv Mon. Then [ felt sorry for Tom, 
but then he just turned out to be a fuck up. 
WEMAXLUS: Did Tom think that you ante hi~ to shoot those guys up 


there. de vow oon seething aha 
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SPAULDING: I don't know, I don't know why he would think that. 

I wouldn't know where he would get that idea. 

REMAKLUS: Well, I didn't either, but 

SPAULDING: Did he have that idea? 

REMAKLUS: Well, I can't tell, you know, that's why I asked you. 
THOMAS: Do you have a poem about that that he wrote. Maybe we 
could show that to Carol and ask her to just comaent on that. 
REMAKLUS: Okay, "Busted," I don't knov which one, "Ballad of the 
Sheriff," "The Cook," here this must be it, here. I haven't had 
a chance to read it. 

SPAULDING: I really think Tom is feeding you a lot of shit the way 
it sounds, but I don't know. 
REMAKLUS: It's awful hard to tell, Carol, and that's why we're 
SPAULDING: Yea, it's awful hard to tell because all the time I 
thought he was telling shit it Come true, so it's hard to tell. 


REMAKLUS: Yea. It started down in Valley County 


Me and Carol was just passing through 


So we thought we were in luck when 
the two men us up, 


Cause they said they were going to Boise too. 


We rode with them from Grangeville 

To a junction outside of Cascade 

And that's where they tried to rape Carol 
That was the one mistake they made." 


Now they didn't try to rape you, did they? 
SPAULDING: No. They didn't do nothing with force, but they was 
just making passes and stuff, so 


REMAKLUS: "I pulled my gun from its holster 
I fired four shots from my side 
Now they will never hurt ny Carol 
For trying, both of them died. 


I turned and held Carol to me 

She was trembling and her heart was filled with fright 
Then the darkness was all around us 

And the thoughtof death filled the night." 


Now, did he hold you up there? 
SPAULDING: I don't think so, because I know I said "Tom, why did 


you do that?" And he said “yet in the car. I was scared, but it 


didn't even bother him. 


REMAKLUS: “They caught us near u tonn Ci Lled Glenrs Fe 
And bo ted us on murder first degree 
Then I pare ny full confession 
And asked ther to set ny Carol free. 
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The papers printed up a story 

But Lord they didn't print the truth 
That's why I've written down these words 
And now people, I'm asking vou." 


SPAULDING: I think he wrote that poem and sent it to me. 
REMAKLUS: “Now if it had been you and your Carol that night 

Instead of my Carol and me 

Would you have let them raped her 

Or would you have done like me. 

By the laws of the State of Idaho 

For first degree murder one dies 

But for protecting the one you love 

Do you think it's right?" 
Evidentally he is trying to justify it nov, isn't that what you 
would say? 


SPAULDING: Yea. 


REMAKLUS: Well, did you think there was any reason to shoot those 


guys? 

SPAULDING: Not really, it shocked me. Like I asked him “why did 
you do it?" That was about the only thing I said. When he shot 
them I think I said "Oh my God" because it shocked me, and I asked 
him why he'd done it. He didn't say. 

REMAKLUS: Had you started to urinate there by the car when he shot 
them? 

SPAULDING: No. Like | got out of the car, he got out of the car 
first and then I got out, and he just shoved me away out, out of his 
way. 

REMAKLUS: You were right in the middle then? 

SPAULDING: Yea. 

REMAKLUS: Uh, he, he pulled them over in the ditch by himself did 
he, Caroi? 

SPAULDING: Yea. (unintelligible) 

REMAKLUS: Did you get sick to your stomach there? 

SPAULDING: 1 felt...! don't...1 didn't puke, but I was awful sick. 
fhat whole night | was sick (unintelligible) I was feeling better. 
REXAKLUS: We i think I bave any more, Lynn, do you have 


THOMAS: There's ; question and you don't have to answer 
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this if you don't want to. of course you don't have to answer 
anything you don't want to, but Tom has suggested that you killed 
a girl in California. Is that true? 

SPAULDING: No, I never even seen a dead person before until 
THOMAS: Till this thing up in Donnelly? 


SPAULDING: These two, I never even seen a dead person. ] don*t 


know where he ever got that idea. Could I get that story, do 


you think? 
REMAKLUS: Well, it would take quite awhile, I don't mind your 
skimming through it Carol. 

SPAULDING: Yea, I'd like to see some of it, whatever it 

REMAKLUS: Yea. You probably know most of it. 

SPAULDING: Yea, but like when it says the middle of October he went 
to shoot some guy, I was with him then in the middle of October, I 
think. (unintelligible), September, October. 

THOMAS: Let me ask you this. Were you with him all of the time 
from the time you met him in September until the time you were 
arrested? 

SPAULDING: I always wasn't with him, you know, where I could see 
him all the time, but I was with him. 

THOMAS: You were traveling together and things like that. So he 
couldn't have gone off to another state or another town without 

you knowing about it, is that right? 

SPAULDING: Uh huh. 

THOMAS: Did he ever do that? 

SPAULDING: No, but like he was out a lot. Sometimes ve would stay 
in motels and he would go out. 

THOMAS: Well, I don't think I have any more questions, Bob. 
REMAKLUS: Why don't you turn that machine off and then if we talk 
THOMAS: Actually, probably if vc are going to have anv of it an, 

we ought to leave it on until we leave so that ve make sure we don't 


miss anything. 


REMAXLUS: Do you recognize any of that stuff? 


SPAULDING This is al} l something about bis childhood. 
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REMAKLUS: He seemed to be fairly consistent on having an unhappy 
childhood. 

SPAULDING: Yea, he did tell me, he said he (unintelligible) 
THOMAS: Did he tell you why he did that? 

SPAULDING: No. 


PAUSE 


SPAULDING: Are you going to be here in Nevada very long?. 


REMAKLUS: No, we've got to go back today, Carol. We have to go to 
San Francisco to get hack to Boise. Long way around, isn't it? 
SPAULDING: Yea, I guess. How come? 
REMAKLUS: Well, there are just no airplanes out of here. We 
have to stay all night and catch the morning flight, and I have to 
be back in court tomorrow, I just can't wait, and Lynn's got some 
appointments, so we're going to have to get out of here today. 
PAUSE 
SPAULDING: Seems like he shoots a lot of people two times, huh 
THOMAS: Yea, I noticed that. Does that mean anything to you in 
particular? 
SPAULDING: No, just sounds kind of weird. Because he shot that 
one guy two times too, in the car. 
THOMAS: Oh really, Bradford or Arnold, you mean? 
SPAULDING: (unintelligible) 
THOMAS: Yea, that's a good point, I hadn't noticed that, I mean 
['ve noticed it, but really hadn't focused my attention on it. 
That's true. 
PAUSE 
SPAULDING: His Dad had a heart attack when he was visiting him, is 
that what he's saying? 
THOMAS: Yes, I think that's what he's saying, T don't know whether 
that 
SPAULDING: Yea, that's what he told me. 
THOMAS: That's consistent with what hc told vou? 
SPAULDING: Yeah, he said that someone in the prison it vas their 
his Cather died. 


Did he s 
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THOMAS: oh, did he talk about his father very much to you? 
SPAULDING: Huh uh, that's all he ever told me. 


THOMAS: Just that he died while visiting hin. 


SPAULDING: I thought maybe it was true and maybe it was not. Maybe - 


he never even been in prison before. 

PAUSE 
REMAKLUS: Well, you got it all read, kid? 
SPAULDING: No. 
REMAKLUS: You know the lady that used to kind of be in charge out 
here at this place, moved to Cascade and bought a motel. She sold 
it and moved back. I asked that lady in there if she knew her, and 
she's a neighbor, so she's going to give her my regards. 

PAUSE 
SPAULDING: You sure are tall. 
REMAKLUS: My Mother was almost 6 feet tall. Mow far are you? 
SPAULDING: 34 
REMAKLUS: Youre’ going to get through it. 
SPAULDING: Yea. 
THOMAS: I might mention, Carol, just for your information, there 
are two lawyers who are representing Tom. Thev'll probabiy be 
coming down here wanting to talk to you. 
SPAULDING: Who is that? 
REMAKLUS: A man by the nanc of Bruce Robinson and he probably 


D 


will have another man with him. Mr. Hower is no longer representing 


Ton. 
PAUSE 


REMAKLUS: Carol, how are you s up for cigarettes and stuff like 
that, do you 

SPAULDING: | have a tittle bit. Could use some. (unintelligibte) 
«ash on travel 

RFMAKLUS: — ['1J ma ' ' nta to get m à? carton Kools, vhat 


do vou vant? 
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THOMAS: Oh, that ought to come in handy then. 
SPAULDING: Everyone has been bumming off me, driving me up the wall. 
They proved Tom sane, didn't they? 
THOMAS: He was examined by a physiciatrist who said that he was, 
yes. 
SPAULDING: I think that is unusual, I mean if he goes around 
killing people just for the hell of it, that seems that he has 
some problem. * 
THOMAS: Yea, well they don't mean that he doesn't have any problems, 
I'm sure, just that he is able to stand trial is what the real 
meaning of that report is. 
PAUSE 
SPAULDING: It's really a strange story, I wonder if it is all true. 
THOMAS: Well, at this point, nobody really knows. 
SPAULDING: Well he told me that Tommy was dead. 
THOMAS: Tommy, that's his wife? 
SPAULDING: His ex-wife. He said she died in a car wreck, the 
big liar. 
THOMAS: So at least that part would not be 
SPAULDING: But I guess she isn't (unintelligible) 


PAUSE 


TAPF ENDS 


Persons present during taping: Carol Spaulding, Bob ?"emaklus, Valley 
County Prosecutor, Lynn Thomas, Deputy Attorney General, State of 
idaho. 
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STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 

v. AFFIDAVIT 

THOMAS PUCENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


STATE OF NEVADA } 
COUNTY OF WASHOE ) 
CAROL SPAULDING, being first duly sworn, upon her 


oath deposes and says: 

On or about Sunday, Yovember 3, 1974, Thomas Eugene 
Creech and 1 left Lewiston, Idaho, hitchhiking. 

About twenty miles out of Lewiston we caught a ride 
in an old green and white Buick 4-door sedan with two mea 
named Bradford and Arnold. We drove through some saall towns 
including Grangeville and McCall, Idaho. 

After we left "cCall, I was riding in the front seat 
of the car in the middle. Thomas Creech was sitting next to 
me. One of the men who had picked us up on the road was 
driving the car. 

Just after we had passed through a small toun, 
which I am informed and believe, vas Poanellv, Idaho, the car 
was stopped because ! had to go to the bathroom. I ha? just 


otten out of the car when Thonas Tugene Creech shoved ne 
D 


away quickly and imme iiately shot the two men, eho were still 
Sitting inside the c At this time, both Thomas Fugene 
Creech and myself were standing outside the car. l was not 


aware before this occurred that Thomas Eugene Creech intended 
to shoot the two men. 

The two men, Bradford and Arnold, were drunk and had 
been acting fresh toward me. Neither Bradford nor Arnold 
attacked me in any way. The man in the back seat had been 
kind of laughing and reaching up over my shoulders dnd putting 
his hands on me, but ! moved off. Neither man made any 
attempt to rape me. Thomas Fugene Creech shot both men with- 
out provocation and without warning. 

After the men had been shot and placed in a ditch 
along side the road, Thomas Fugene Creech started kicking the 
bodies around saying "fuck with my lady again, huh," or words 
to that effect. l was really scared. I said "Tom, why did 
you do it?" Thomas Eugene Creech said "just get in the car," 
that's all he said vas just get in the car. We got in and 
started driving and later abandoned the car some distance 
down the road and hitchhiked into Boise, Idaho. 

Ton shot the pap that vas driving the car first 
and shot the other man very quickly. The driver was just 
sitting there in the car at the time Tom shot him. The man 
in the back seat did not have tive to do anything after Tom 
had shot the driver. 

f did not see either man take a knife and hold it 
toward Tom at any tire before the shooting occurred. 1 did 
mot see any other guns or knives in the car, exce»t for the 
gun which Tom used to shoot the two men. 

After the shooting, ! was frightened but the shooting 
did not even appear to bother Tom. After Tom shot the men he 
kept saying "Carol, I'd never hurt vou, I'd never shoot you," 


Because he knew that | was scared to desth. 
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I had known Thomas Fupene Creech for only s*out tro 
months prior to the time we vore arrested. ! first 5 or 
in Fresno, California at a carnival around the first part of 
September, 1974. I traveled with him by car to ventuchy ant 
fron Kentucky back to Lewiston, Idaho, where we stayed with 
my mother for a short time. It vas after that stay that we 
began hitchhiking on the trip which I have described in this 
Affidavit. " 

Tom talked quite a bit during the time I knew hin 
about being associated with bikers or motorcycle gangs, but 
I never saw him associate with anybody that I knew to be a 
biker or motorcycle gang member. 

After we had hitchhiked into Boise, we stayed vith 
Jim Marsh and his wife, who was about to have a baby. Muring 
the time we were there, Tom talked about the shooting neer 
Donnelly with Jim Marsh. He told Jim that he had killed the 
two men and talked like it was sonething you do every lay. 

I remember Tom used to tell me about killing people. I never 
believed him. Then when he did it I know I believed hir. 

After staying at Jim “arsh's house for a short ncriod 
of tinc, Jim Marsh drove us to a rest stop outside of 8oise 
where we hitchhiked with a man named Steven Paul Rivers. 1 
did not know Steven Pau! Pivers' nane at that time, but I am 
informed and believe that such is the name of the person with 
whom we hitchhiked. te were with Steven Paul Rivers at the 
time we were arrested, When ve vere pulled over by a »olice 
car in Glenns Ferry, Tom had the gun with which he had shot 
the two men near Donnelly im his pasts. When he seen that we 
were getting pulled over, he out the gum im my purse and it 
vas taken from me after vc wer rrestel. i believe that Tom 
stole that sum from ey "or's boyfriend in Leviston. His 


name is S.hrether. 


Furthe: youraffiant saith not. 


CAPOL SPATLOING 


SUBSCFPIBED AY) So, To before re this day 
of September, 1975. 


NOTARY PUBLIC for Ida 
Residing at 
My commission expires: 


AFFIDAVIT OF JUDY OGAWA 


State of Idaho ) Aula G 


) 
County of Ada ) * 


i, JUDY OGAWA, being first duly sworn, upon my oath declare that: 

1. I have been asked to prepare this affidavit by Assistant Attorney 
General, Ronald D. Bruce. 

2. The following events occurred during the course of the performance 
of my official duties as a correctional officer employee of the Idaho Depart- 
ment of Correction on Thursday, August 7, 1975: 

a. I escorted Carol Spaulding to the Juvenile Detention Center for 
the purpose of a hearing on the custody of her child. Upon arrival, Carol 
vas ret by her attorney, Mike Lee, who escorted her to a room where they 
talked in private for awhile before the hearing began. The hearing was 
delayed a few moments to allow Attorney Bruce Robinson to arrive from Nampa 
to appear in behalf of the alleged father of the child, Thomas Creech. 

b. Shortly after Mr. Robinson arrived, he introduced himself to 
Ms. Spaulding, and requested he speak with her fcr a few moments after the 
hearing. At that point, Mr. Lee said he had a 5:30 court appearance and that 
^e would either have to be there, or mote a call now. He thea suggested 
teat Mr. Robinson accompany him to an office where they could talk. 

€. After the hearing, which was continued to ry 15, 1970, 
‘ttormeys "ohinson amd Lee took Ms. Spaulding to a room where they talked 
tor some time. Just before our departure fron the building, tr. Robinson 

ver to where I was sitting and asked if I «as the Officer assigned 
Spaulding, ond thea intveduced himself, and told rc “ts. Spaulding 


nacd to Creech's trial by the defense and State. 


d. On the way back to Canyon County jail, I asked Ms. Spaulding 
what Mr. Robinson was questioning her about. She said "ile told me if any 
police or anyone ask me any questions not to talk to them." i asked her, 
"Is tha. all?" She said, "No, a bunch of other stuff." 


3. The above is an accurate description of the events I observed. 


Dated this 11th day of August, 1975. 


Come 
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1 merety "en mo 


te own © 


Dec 
e 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS "a. 
eet e Attorney Ze Sess ht 
Velley County 

7.0, box 759 mmay 2 hate. 


Cascade, Idaho 83611 
Telephone: (208) 383-4270 


— Y" General 

ty Attorney era 

State of Idaho 

Special Assistant Prosecutor 
Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Telephone: 384-2 


ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF 


IM THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF SHOSHONE 


Criminal Case Mo. 


The State of Idaho herewith states that the following 
additional response has been made to Defendant's request for 
discovery: 

(A) Transcripts of interviews conducted by Oregon law enforce- 
ment officials and Gene Hilby, &ecky Hilby and Linda Crandall 
have previously been furnished to Defendant's counsel, Bruce 
©. Robinson. These are: 
1. Detective Frome, Portland, Ore. Police, with 
Gary Stockert, August 21, 1974; 
2. Metective Rose and Detective Bladow, Portland 
Police, with Linda Lee Crandall, August 21, 1974; 
3. Detectives Rose and Simpson, Portland Police, 


— iet. 


with Cene Hilby, August 21, 1974; 
J A. Detectives Frome and Bladow, Portland Police, 
X% with Linda Lee Crandall, August 24th, 1974; 
$. Detectives Frome and Bladow, Portland Police, 
with Becky Hilby, August 24, 1974; 
Detective Rose, Portland Police, with Thomas 


Wayne Ma. son, August 20, 1974; 


7. 


Detective Rose, Portland Police, with Sidney 
J. Chichester, August 26, 1974. 


(B) In addition, the State, by Lynn E. Thomas, Deputy Attorney 
General, interviewed Gene Hilby and Becky Hilby at Kelso, 
Washington on or about the tenth day of September, 1975. In 
substance, these individuals related the following additional 
details related to the murder of William Joseph Dean in 
Portland, Oregon and the murder of Sandra Jane Ramasamoog 

in Salem, Oregon: i 


A. 


STATE'S SEVED 


Thomas Eugene Creech was brought to the Hilby's 
home in Portland, Oregon by Linda Lee Crandall 
about sin days prior to September 20, 1974 and 
began staying there, 

Dusing the night of 15 August, 1974, Becky 
Wilby received a phone call from Thomas Creech 
to the effect that he was being attacked by 
"bikers" at $t. Mark's Episcopal Church ia 
Portland, Oregon and needed help. Mrs. Milby 
velayed this informacion to her husband, Gene 
Wilby. 

Gene Hilby believed Creech was in trouble and 
went to the church. He saw no bikes or other 
persons about but found Thomas Eugene Creech 
standing on a sidewalk near the church. 

Thomas Eugene Creech then told Gene Milby that 
he had been attacked by "bíkers" who were still 
inside the church. Creech pulled up hts shirt : 
and displayed a scratch on iis stomach which 

he said was a knife wound sustained in the alleged 
attack. Hilby had the impression that it may 
have been self-inflicted. The wound was super- 
ficial and not bleeding significantly, Creech 
asked Hilby if he had any weapon with htm. Hilby 
had a deer rifle in his vehicle and Creech took 
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it, over Hilby's objection, and ran inside the 
church with it. Shortly after, Hilby heard a 
shot from inside the church. 

E. Hilby then ran inside the church and found 
the body of William Joseph Dean who had been 
shot. No other person but Creech was present. 

F. Creech was visibly uadisturbed by the shooting. 
We was grinning when he exited from the church. 

G. Following this incident, Creech ordered Hilby 
to move out of his house, threatening to have 
Wilby's wife and child killed by one "Freddie" 
if Hilby did not comply. 

H. Hilby moved to another house. Later he gave 
Creech money and a handgun, saying to Creech 
that it was all he had and to "get out of ay 
life.” 

1. Best, on or about 17 September, 1974, Thomas 
Bugene Creech went to Salem, Oregon and re- 
turned, telling Becky Hilby and Linda Crandall 
that he had again been attacked by bikers and 
had to kill someone (Sandra Jane Remasamoog). 
Creech displayed a purported knife wound to 
Becky Hilby and Linda Crandall and stated that 
he had gotten the wound in an attack upon hin. 
The wound was in the same place as the one 
previously shown to Gene Hilby and was super- 
ficial. There was no other fresh wound, al- 
though Creech was seen to have numerous scars 
on his body. 

J. Thereafter, on or about 20 September, 1974, Creech 
was placed aboard a bus for San Francisco, Calif- 
ornta. 

K. Creech appeared to have no remorse over the killing 
of Dean and Ramasamoog. 
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L. Creech often spoke of associations with bikers, 
although the Hilby's did not see him associate 
with anyone other than themselves and Linda 
Crandall. 

M. Creech threatened both Hilbys with death 
and told ther he had a friend named "Freddie" 
who would do his bidding. 


(C) Linda Crandall has not been interviewed further on account 
of her unavailability to the State. She has been sübpoenaed 
and is expected to testify consistently with the testimony of 
the H*lbys and the staterents given officers. 

(D) Thomas Eugene Creech stated orally to A. R. Mason, Idaho 
Department of Law Enforce-ent investigator, that the killings 
near Donnelly, Idaho, which are the subject of the present 
charge, were "cold-blooded nurder" and that there was no reason 
for the killings of Arnold and Bradford. He further stated 
that "they ought to hang re" or words to that general effect. 
The statement was made during casual, non-interrogative con- 
versation while Creech and Mason were sitting in a plane which 
had crashed in Nevada about an hour before the statement vas 
made. The statement was cade on or about the first day of 
May, 1975. The foregoing information was orally communicated 
to Defendant's counsel on September 22, 1975. 

(E) Defendant's counsel has been furnished with a copy of a 
tape recording forwarded to E.C. Palmer by Thomas Eugene 
Creech in which the Defendant stated that his prior statements 
and interviews were volunzarily given and offered an explana- 
tion of the present crimes. Defendant's counsel copied the 
said tape on or about 16 September, 1975, and has also been 
furnished with a typewritten copy of the transcript of the 
said tape. 

(F) Defendant's Counsel has been furnished wit^acopy of a 
letter from Thomas Fugene Creoch to E.C. Palmer, received by 


STATE'S SEVENTH RESPONSE 79 DISCOVERY ORDER - Page A 


E.C. Palmer on June 9, 1975, stating that all statements 
previou ly made by Defendant to E.C. Palmer, A.R gon and 
Dr. F. LaMarr Heyrend were voluntarily given. This docu- 
ment is transmitted herewith to Defendant's counsel. 
(G) Defendant's counsel is herewith furnished with a copy 
of Defendant's letter to "Carmen" dated March 21, 1975. 
(H) Defendant's counsel has been furnished with a copy of an 
undated letter from Ken Matthews to Defendant returning certain 
materials written by defendant including an explanation of 
“things that have taken place since my arrest," (typewritten), 
two verses praising "Satan," (handwritten), a "victory-defeat" 
diagram of doubtful meaning, (handwritten), a handwritten 
paper on the subject of “Satanic Cult: Witchcraft; Black Arta;" 
(handwritten), a one and one-half page paper beginning with 
the words "In my life of crime and drugs..." and signed 
"Thomas E. Creech," a note to "Ken," a letter to "Ken" dated 
May 29, 1975; a handwritten paper dated May 27, 1975 and signed 
“Thoughts of Thomas E. Creech," a series of handwritten pages 
wunbered 1,2,3,3,4 including a note to "Ken." 
(I) Documents on the attached "Receipt for Discovery Documents," 
signed by Sandra D. Thompson, secretary to Bruce 0. Robinson, 
were delivered to Defendant's counsel. 
(J) Copies of the files of the District Attorneys of Portland, 
Oregon and Salem, Oregon, concerning the deaths of Willian 
Joseph Dean and Sandra Jane Ramasamoog, respectively, were 
delivered to Defendant's counsel on the 22nd day of September, 
1975. 
(K) The criminal offense records of Linda Lee Crandall and 
Gene Hilby are transmitted herewith. The record inquiry shows 
no known criminal offense record for Becky Hilby. 

DATED This 30 day of September, 1975. 


ROBERT H. REMAKLUS 
Valley County Prosecuting Attorney 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 


I HEREBY CERTIFY That I have on the $O day of 
September, 1975, served a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing STATE'S SEVENTH RESPONSE TO DISCOVERY 
and copies of the attached documents, by depositing copies 
thereof in the United States ma and 
sed to Bruce 0. Robinson, 
nd c/o Dennis Wheeler, 
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RECEIPT FOR DISCOVERY DOCUMENTS ^ 
The following documents have been furnished and 
delivered to the undersigned, a representative of Bruce 0. 
Robinson, Attorney at Law. Some of this material, it is 
understood, has been previously furnished to defendant's 
prior counsel. 
Voluntary Statement of Johnny Hill 3-4-2 
—— Statement of Roy Hull 
Report of Martin Maxwell 3-A-1 
Statement of John Stewart 3-A-6 


Interview of Creech by Bud Mason 3-B-5 
Interview of Creech at Ada Co. Jail 


by Lt. Nobis of Missoula 4-A-1 
Statement of Creech at Ada Co. Jail 

to Palmer 4-A-2 
Taped interview between Creech & 

Captain Froelich 4-A-3 
Taped interview between Creech & 

Cpt. Froehlick and Bud Mason 4-A-3 


Interview between Creech & Sgt. 
Wm. Solorzano and Dep. James Solar 4-A-5a 
Scate of Washington-- Interview 
of Creech by Det. Roger Dunn and 
of the area searched 4-A-9 
luntary statement of Steven Paul 
Rivers 4-C 


September 16, 1975 


Ton, - 2 . . S 5 
Welcome back to Siegel's country. . 
The- courts are getting you moved around about as fast as pm x 


used to nove 2 yourself around. . , . . 
Copied the written material you pe and here you have it- 

_ back. Thanks and “keep writing. Photographs will take an extra 

day or so to reproduce, “Get then to you as soon as pessible.” " 
„About the tape recorder, I'll have to see what I can do. My ine 

bosses: are pretty tight about spending a buck sometinzes, * 2 


Sheriff Palner I think is prevented by court order frou disclosing 
any infornation about you. Don't think he can give me what jou have. 


written about letentan. Maybe you can get a copy and nail ie: to 


me yourself, "s pomo Oe S" S ES 2 


„Aiso don't know what ‘the situation will be for me to cise úp . 
` to talk to you.. Hope I cam. ` GM: 

_ Also, haven't receivsd the pictures y | mention, except tor e : 
one of you, your Grenlin and your daughter. Hope that isn't lost ` 
sozeuhere in the pail, Tops 1'11 get Lt in the next few daya, éi 8 
- four latest -writings make it ‘clearer, than ‘anything you have p 
said er written before vhy you! killed the people you did. 2. 
hope, though, you are still pianning on keeping your prosise to. 
: Werkes, Pabuer bat you + van "s escape fron his 33114. 


The two new poens were interesting too. 1 liked “Busted” the 


best. .Do you have other poems I haven't seen yet? d 
i . i - 

I am pdanhing on taking a vacation the next couple of veces 

' but expect to remain in Boise most of the tine to build sone 


forniture and work in the garden. If not before, will be in contact ` 


Kern 


Ken Matthous 


with you when I return to work. 


— ~ 


I vas arrested Noven^er,8,127l, in Clenn's Ferry,idaho for 

first degree muréer. In these rert few peges I'm going to 
Lait of the things that have taksa place sincs ny arre- 
I'll also tell of sona of the people that I here met hare 

in the 3211. On the first night that I got busted elong 

with my ole lady Carol we spent thet night in the 1411 at = 
Mountain Home,Idaho. Ve vore questioned most of the night 

and I didn't make e confession untill the next mornings. 
During the night they found out that I was Tom Creech ond 

not Tom Turner as I had told then at the tine of ny arrest, 
Mon they found out who I really was and that I was wanted . 
1n other states for mur?er, it wes only a netter of ninutes 
before the small jail wes swarzin- vith news men, I made ny 
confession to Yes Snith a state investigator fron Valley co, 

I spent rest of the next dar talking to police-sr and state 
Getectives,Then Caro! was taken to Cascade along with me to 
the Valley — jail. They wegen that the ola Jail wasn't‘ 

secure enough to hole ne se I ves tranaferred here to the ada rm s 
county 411. Caro? wes pat in the fuvyenila @atemtion center 

in Boise since she wes only 17 at the tine we were arrested, p 

I was put in the spectal custody of the sheri”? of ——— 
After I wes transferre? thore police from all over the stetes CN 
Started to come end question me shout erimas committed that 

they thought I was involved with, I took a test of zeien 

Pencthol, truth serum, that del dad clear up plot e" Lina 

in elot of 6&í^^erert states, Alot of peanle have asked ma 

wey TY have efven tnfornation short tha crimes and musterts 

ALL Y cen sty ts I euess its mr way of 


Serine that Tid lthe to he helped. Plus it sure has sored alst 


KE aí " , 
All of the people that I killed really deser ed to dic. A! n 
least in nr eres ther cid, Take whet they were Going like 

ell the bad drugs they were pushinz to the young school kids. 
Look et np]! the parents thet) hai to watsh there son's or 
seughters suffer in mantal hosnitets ans tf ther were lucky 
Geath would take then. I mean at least in death you have D 
little peace. But walkinr around in some mental ward "like a 
living zombie is really horritle, Not knowing who you ere or 
where you came from. And it's alot worse on the unlucky childs 
parents, They have to just stand an? watch there child Me. 

thet not being able tc do nothing, Every year theres TA 
of kids that suffer from bed drugs and most of them either lose . 
there minds or like I say if there lusky they die. I really 3 
cen't understand why people stan? for a?l this and the death 
of there children, So maybe by reading these next faw peges 
you can understand the reason for A: killine's, I've never 
Killed for the fun of i* or because T liked to see papie 
Gie., I always haa a reason of my own, Even on the: contract 
killings that 1 done. If I couldn't Justify a killin then 
Y wouldn't do it, Since T been here in jatl I've done my very - 


best to halp the police clear up alot of cases. I've even went 


t 


“to several different states ans showed them u^e-2 m "rini the vM 1 
bodies of people that T killed, Some sey all thet I'm doing à 
is henging mps^lf,well if I an then it's my own Zenit, I'm 
gust doing what I think te r right. I've became friends with ` 
most o^ t^e puards here and most of them sean t: understand 
m^. I can say one thine and thet is I've never been treated 
$^ gond in a fail, Thee fount trat £° vou treat the Daonla 
here poo? tr 11 do the sana “ar you. Ane of the questions 


T seem to ts asked noct tn don't it bether veu beine a killer/? 


- e 


First of 211 I'm not really as cold-hearted as people may think. 
I do think about the people thet T have Flle? and it does make 
"e Teel bed sometimes. Tha only killine thet Tex raclly sorry 
r is Jene, the girl in Saile, ron, But tra only resson that 
I'm sorry is because she was a 11. Other than that she was 
just another doner destroyire the lives of alat of {nnocent kids, 
Another question that I have heen asked ts hox do I justify 
killine some dopers enë not others. Well the dopers that I have 
killed were dopers that ase? érucs to get to people that ther 
wanted to use.Like getting sone young runnavey girl strung out: ` 
on herion and then make ter sell her body to pay for her nat 
fix. I also killed dopers that force the drugs to young kids 

and get them hooked so that ther will keep buring so they can ^ 
have steady money commins in, Also the dopers that sell bad 

dope that kills alot of people. "he people that sell dope to 
only the people that want to take it, I cen resson with. But 
theres very few of those kind of dopers left now..Tt's sell all 


t el oe eee tee —— — e 


the dope you lean 1 now an^ ent it as. mugh as rou enn so you can 

make more money. "o matter haw mopy —: that they kill. Well 

anyway after I came here to the ate county Zei alot of things ` 

hes hsnnened;-Some or the thin-s no doubt will chansa: r- lites —.— — 
Por one thing I'm now in the nrocess of rett'n- a divoren from ^ ^"^ 
my wife Thomasine, It is reel!» a creat loss to me heca'tse I 

Wmow that sh» wes probably the onl pir] thet ever truely loved 

me. Put it is ton late now to show her just kow — I really 


cere? for her. I think thet she nra bly knows down deep inside 


thet T really àid love her. 


—— 2 


— 
-> 


"Ss ER 

i've been here st the ada county Jail for girost six nront^s. 
Stance I've been hore I've had slot of tine to think and to 
mee plans for the future. I know ant so does everyone else 
rat the only way I'?!1 ever he “ree again is to escape. I 
hope that somedey 11 be abla to altim I hecan't got any 
plans for the near future, I've already tr a faw tines fron 
here but have f^iled »11 the tines T have trie’. The atte-gt 
were more like test then for tre rea! irg. I do know that 


when T go that the only wer I!!! ever coma back is to be shot, 


or killed, When and if I do ever esctere it will be my Tist bie for 


freedom. For I've alreedy been tol? trat it T do escape that 

a shoot on sight will be put in effect. But I'd rather die on 
the outside then in a prison cell. This is April,19,1975 and 
my time is getting varr short. hen I make ny try I rust not 
Zeil or it will be a long tine before another chance will coms. 
These ere probably some of the lect thoushts that I will over 
Rave or ba able to relete to rz; bady, I've already lost Carol 
through this ness and I will lose slot more before it's all ` 
over. If I do escape ant get awar L plen on lend tne one of the 
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bt^ges' re olutiong “net the stete- hee ever man, Tt sii be 


for the ^rse^on of m pectie an? for the rirhts maß mahere. 


but cannot practice.rin ngh gertn- 


9? trou^le but oi thet T thint ista time *hat Saisone mokes 


^ sten? Pr our reren $^ all mim €i-t.&. I elro thi Eat 


18“ tier thet pll ever ears c6] oll other eit tens of *he Unttag 


states st-rts taskin- ection inete? or elot of talr, We're 80 
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HARL .1AAS, District Attorney r Multnomah County 
600 County Court House, Poriland, Oregon 97204, Telephone ($03) 248-3162 
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Septezber, 25, 1975 


RECEIVED 
SEP 29 1875 


Er. Lynn Thones 

Deputy attorney General 
State House 

Boise, Isho 33720 


Dear iz. Tnogas: 


i'n sorry this is late in being sent, we've 
hed 2 minor bresk-don in police records! Enclosed 
is everything you needed, I hope, if nct, please 
don't hesitate to call gein, and I will do what I 
con. If lir. Grayson is not svailable, I ar, if 
ge need any further inforzstion or assistance. 


luex. 
We: mp 


Fstricia 


Legal sssistsn 7 
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EL 


Director: Hr. Les Berzenneier 


Becky Hiiby DOB: 


al 
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Linde Crandall n: RR ad 


E = 


Fetti Levang, Legal Ascistant: 


593-248-5922 
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“ase No H 


. 


NOV 05 1975 
IN THE DiSTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH — THE 
TATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE 2 
STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintitf 
, Case vo. 2165 ＋＋ a t) 


) 
) 
) 
) 
v. ) 
? FINDINGS, CONCLUSION 
) 
) 
) 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, AND ORDER 


Defendant. 


The ¢efendant's mocion to suppress his statement of 
9 November, 1974, came on before the court for hearing before 
trial on the 3rd day of October, 1975, in the courtroom at 
Wallace, Idaho. 

The court heard evidence in support of and in 
opposition to defendant's motion to suppress and makes the 
following findings: 

1. From the time of defendant's arrest until and 
including the time of givinq the said statement, the 
defendant was alert, coherent in speech, purposeful in his 
behavior and responsive to questions put to him; he was fully 
in possession of his powers of thought and reason; 

2. Prior to any interrogation and prior to the givinq 
of the said statement, the miranda warnings were fully and 
completely given to the defendant. 

3. The defendant understood the miranda warnings given 
to hin. 

4. The defendant waived the rights to remain silent, 
to consult with a lawyer before making any ate:ement, and 
to have a lawyer present during question ira. 

5. The said waiver was knowingly, inteliigently and 
voluntarily made inasmuch as the defendant understood all 
of his rights, realized that any statement made would be 
used against him and waived his rights to silence and to 
the ecvice and presence of counsel without any promise 


of reward or consideration and in tne absence of any threat 


or coer- * Ehe A * 1T e — nd 
puro s ym to , [ *s; tha 
defenda comprenended and uncerstoce what he was doing. 


read 1 .nderstands the English 
langue32 and is of average intelligence as indicated by 


his ab. it as 1 nd ic ond to questions. 


WHEREFORE, The court concludes that the defendant's 
subject statement was knowingly, intelligently and volun- 
tarily given without threat or promise and is not sub; at 
to exclusion on the ground of involuntariness. 

The Defendant's motion to suppress is therefore 


DENIED. i 
sum SM 3,oro f 


istrict Judge 


COUNTY OF em 

— HE Court ot the 
Fourth judicial Daf ` of the State of ida^o mend tor 
rhe County of Ada Go hereby ei 


FINDINGS, CONCLUSION AND OPDER, Page 2 


Nampa, Idaho 63651 e 8 
Phone: 466-9284 , 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 
-ve- MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


ROBINSON é JONES, P.A. 

Attorneys at Law "o 

P. O. Box 8 FLEO 
i 
. 


C t Se me pe pe Se e — 


COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his Counsel 
of record, and hereby moves for a new trial based upon the follov- 
ing grounds, to-wit: 

1. For the denial to dispense with the jury and 
try this matter to the Court; 


ATTORNEY AT LAW 


2. For allowing the jurors to be challenged and dis- 


o 
3 
punishment; 
3. For denial, after the offer of proof, to go into 


testimony regarding the admission of the "Satanic Bible" and the 
giving of testimony of clergy, and others, on the realism of God 


and the existence of Satan; 

4. For the denial, after the offer of proof, of per- 
mitting testimony of the polygraph examiner and the results 
of his polygraph examination. 

This Motion is made and based upon the completc records 


L- MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 


ATTORNEY AT LAN 


— NBR Q ROS *$O0S 


and files in this esté. fr 
Dated this 3/ day of October, 1975. 


ROBINSON & JONES, 


Page 2 and FINAL- MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL. 


P. O. Box 8 as DA —— 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 NOVS 1975 


Phone: 466-9284 
a.. 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Case No. 2165 


ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. o — 
Attorneys at Law FILEO 

H 

* Plaintiff, 

j -vs- MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT AS 
i THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


=x 


r © eons 


COMES NOW BRUCE O. ROBINSON, Esq., Counsel for the 
d Defendant in the above-entitled action, and hereby moves the 
p Court for his appointment as Court-appointed counsel for the 
: Defendant for all further proceedings; or in the alternative, 
for appointment of other counsel. 
This Motion is made and based on the files and records 
o of this action, and upon 9 Affidavit filed concurrently herewith 


e s 
Dated this .2/ " day of October, 1975. 


ROBINSON & JONES, 


MOTICN FOR APPOINTMENT AS COURT-APPOINTED COUNSFI. 


MARPA  IDAMO Bn nn ————— . 


COPY 
ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. tee e 
Attorneys at Law — Ple 
P. 9. Box 8 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 (a 125 
Phone: 466-9284 -A 
* 
MARY A. HILL 
Deuy 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 
* e „ „ „ „ 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


STATE OF IDAHO 


County of Canyon 
BRUCE O. ROBINSON, after being first duly sworn, 


and says: 

That he is counsel of record for the Defendant in the 
above-entitled action, and makes this Affidavit in support of a 
Motion for Appointment as Court-Appointed Counsel, filed concur: 
ly herewith. 

That your affiant has been in representation of said 
Defendant since the 6th day of June, 1975, having initially been 
contacted regarding said representation on the 30th day of May, 
1975. 

To this date, your affiant has spent approximately 
1,040 hours in representation of said Defendant, and has expended 
approximately $11,015.16 in expenses in the defense. That no fee 
nor reimbursement of any kind has been paid by the Defendant in 


l- AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT AS COURT-APPOI 
COUNSEL 


. NAMPA DANO 0200 m —— ———XHÓ—ÓÓm 


this action to your affiant, and it is not anticipated that said 
Defendant will be able to pay any sums for fees or reimbursement 
of expenses in this matter. 
That the Defendant is still in need of representation 
in several matters including, but not limited to the following: 
(1) Presentation of Motion for New Trial; 


(2) ition to extradition proceedings from Oregon, 
possibly Neveda; 


(3) Preparation of record for appeal; 
(4) Preparation of Briefs on appeal; 


(5) Presentation of argument on appeal before the 
Supreme Court. 


That your affiant cannot precticably afford the costs 
appeal, nor to expend the time necessary for further representa- 
tion of the Defendant without reimbursement for his time, efforts 
and expenses. 

Your affiant therefore requests that he be appointed 


by this Court as counsel for the Defendant, or in the alternative, 


that other counsel be appointed to represent seid Defendant. 


Further your affiant S 


Page 2 and FINAL- APFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT 
AS COURT-APPOINTED COUNSEL 


DIL AAA 


MARY A. HILL 
oouly 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, 
MOTION TO ASIDE 
-vs- 


THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant. 


— A ze " mr I9 e 2. 


ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. T COPY Se 
Attorneys at Law 
P. O. Box 8 an — — 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 
Phone: 466-9284 ; 1 5 

COMES NOW the Defendant, by and through his Counsel of 
record, and hereby moves the Court for an order setting asíde the 
verdict rendered by the jury herein and arresting judgment upon 
said verdict upon the basis that the statute enacted by the 
Legislature in the State of Idaho making the death penalty manda- 
tory on the conviction of First Degree Murder, is unconstitutiona 
That the same is immorai, discriminatory, and cruel and unusual 
punishment, all contrary to the guidelines set down in the U. 8. 
Supreme Court case of Furman v. Georgia, 408 U.S. 238, 33 L.Fd.2d 
346, 92 S.Ct. 2726 Reh. Den., 409 U.S. 902, 34 L.Ed.2d 163, 93 £. 


[ 
| 
Ct. 89 (1972). ad 
Dated this J day of November, 1975. 


2 


3 


MARSA DANO 9 s —T—ꝗ——— — — — UE EE e UE M E E TE Em actam. 


COPY 
ROBINSON & JONES, P.A. Was Sa 
Attorneys at Law aw e 
P. O. Box 8 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 - 
Giat e 
MARY A. HILL 
otruty 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 

Plaintiff, 
-vs- NOTICE OP HEARING 
THOMAS FUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant. 


— — ze HÀ —  — — pe me 


TO: The Clerk of the above-entitled Court; 

LYNN THOMAS, Deputy Attorney General, and 

ROBFRT REMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney for Valley 

County, Idaho. 

NOTICF IS HEREBY GIVEN that the folloving listed 
Motions made by the Defendant, will be called up for he.-ing 
before this Court in the Courthouse at Boise, Idaho, on the 


day of November, 1975, at the hour of 3:30 o'clock P.M., 


or as soon thereafter as counsel can be heard. 
Said Motions are as follows, to-wit: 
Motion for New Trial; 
Motion to Set Aside Verdict- 
Motion for Appointment as Court-Appointed Counsel. 
Dated this zg day of November, A975. 


ROBINSON & JONES, rz, 
Attorneys at Law 


P. O. Box 8 e 2 
"ampa, Idaho 8365! FILEO 
Phone: 466-9284 292 22 0 


IN THF DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE Or IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No. 2165 
Plaintif?*, f 
-vs- | NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TEOMAS EUGENE CREECH, ` 
Defendart. ; 
) 


| 


The Clerk of the above-captioned Court; the Plaintiff, 
STATE OF 1D. go, and its counsel of record, LYNN A. 
THOMAS, Deputy Attorney General, State of Idaho, and 
ROBERT H. PLMAKLUS, Prosecuting Attorney for Valley 
County, State of Idaho. 


YOU, AND FACE OF YOU, WILL PLEASE TAKE Nor- that 


TTORNEVS AT LAW - P,O, BORG + NAMPA, IDAHO 03081 mmm, — m ms 


: the Defendant, TEOMAS "rt CRFFCE, does hereby appeal to 

1 the Supreme Court cf the S+s+e of Idaho, from that certain 

[ee made and entered in the above-entitled court and cause 

< on or about the 25th cay of March, 1976. 

| This appeal is taken from the whble of said Judgment 
and is taken on cuestions cf both fact and law. 


^ 
DATFD this 24 day of March, 1976. 


1 7 e ~ 


Lé D 
Counse! 


twi count og 

FILED 

APR 151976 
. vorte 


ers 


— — 


WOTICF OF APPEAL 


* NANPA, IVANO gn msee em 


- ^90. 00ra 


aam Ee ws s HIT ,,¶ꝝ A JONES, FLA, 9 AT TONUNNCYS AT LAW 


FOBINSON & JONES, P.A. 
attorneys at Law 


P. O. Box 8 
Nampa, Idaho 83651 de 
Phone: 466-9224 £ — 


FILEO 
ae 


= Soe " — 
De-a mg 
A 
IN THE DISTICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DI OF THE 


STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TEE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


* * * * * 
STATE OP IDAHO, 
Case No. 2165 
Plaintiff, á 
— NOTICE OF APPEAL 


THOMAS FUGENE CRFECH, 
Defenda.t. 


"uM tuo € —— "9 9 Se mt t — 


COMES NOW the above-named Defendant, THOMAS EUGENE 
CREECH, by and through his Counsel of record, and gives Notice 
to the State of Idaho, pursvant to Idaho Code 19-2806, of the 
Defendant's Appeal of that certain Order dated November 4, 1975, 
Senying Defendant's Motion for a new trial and his Motion for 
eppcintment of court-appointed counsel. 


ited this [* gay of December, 1975. 
' 
PORINSOR76 JONES, n 
n SAL : V 
CK C. RORIN 
"sel for Defendant 
d 


SUPREME COURT OF Ko. 
REC*I'"-79 
M- 4 


R. H. YO DOS Clerk 


"uCr OF APPEFA! 


er * THE FOURTH JUDICI, DISTRICT or THE 
1 - 


^ AND POR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 


— Aepurty. 


Supreme Court No./ 22,2. 


| THE E ° Case No. 2165 

| 

i ORDER EXTENDING TIME FOR 
) ; REPORTER*S TRANSCRIPT ON 
` APPEAL 
| THOM a3 LK 


Dto 4 t ~ eostefore, it is hereby ordered 
db ^h S23 ei of che above-entitled court, have 
d T : ~<- | | deys to complete the transcript on 
| Lo... 86 matter. 

et July, 1976. 


YOUNG 4S9! W. STATE STET 
E F pipa — PA 12:6 Ha cÉ NO 
Gon) 1862210 nd db, A. 
February 6, 197° FEB 7 1979 
WITCHER, CLERK 
Ms. Victoria White . $ dps 
Clerk of the District Court By, : 


Box 1049 
Wallace, ID 83873 


Re: Supreme Court Xo 17227 
State v. Cresc 


Dear s. White: 


On February 2, 1979, the Remittitu: B. „ 
case issued and forwarded to your office. 


As mentioned on the telephone, aftex aiscussion 
with Judge Durtschi it was determined that the Exhibits in 
this appeal should be returned to Valley County (trial origin) 
rather than to Shoshone eg, | (appeal origin). This vas also 
the feeling of Judge Towles of your District Court 


We will, therefore, return the Exhibice ce Velin | 
County as soon as feasible. | 


For your information and your file in chis appeal 
we are enclosing herewith a list of the Exhibits 


Sincerely, 
R. M. Young 
Clerk 
RHY : mb 
Enclosure: 


ce: Judge Durtschi 

cc: Counsel of Record 

cc: Clerk J. W. Crutcher 
Valley County w/list of 
Exhibits and copy of 
Remittitur 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


| 


i 
| 
1 
! 2 
] 8 HEARING ON MOTION TO SUPPRESS, October 3, 1975, Wall Idaho. | 
4 
] 5 | STATE'S FXMIBIT no. MARKED OFFERED ADMITTED 
j * |1. Poen. 738 739 739 
A. Notification of Rights form. 770 774 774 
8 DEFENDANT'S FXHIBIT NO. 
! $ A. Handwriting Exemplar of 
10 Thomas Fugene Creech. 718 837 838 
. Purported Statement of Creech 
u dated November 8, 1974. 720 837 838 
V Let. ofticer william Hill's report. 837 838 838 
13 Í d. Detective Jack Freeman's report, 837 838 838 
14 
15 VOIR DIRE FXAMINATION, Wallace, Idaho, October 6, 1975. 
16 DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT NO. 
^E. North Idaho Press, Oc.cher 3, 1975. 879 871 DI 
IAL IBITS (* indicates previous] ed) 
STATE'S EXHIBIT NO. 
Photograph . 1610 161^ 
Photograph ‘ 1611 1612 
Photograph e 1608 ` 1608 
Photograph . 1609 1609 
Photocraph . 1607 1607 
^ GAMME csa XXVIII INDFX - EXHIBITS. 


S e e a o gp e 9" we 


Marked Offered Admitted 


Photograph hd 1636 1636 
Photograph e 1637 1637 
Diagram of scene. 1715 1716 1716 
Large diagram of scene. 1631 1632 1632 
Sleeping bag. e 1614 1614 
Planket. NEC 1615 1628 
Piece of asphalt. * 1642 - 
Dome liant fragments. e 1661 1661 
(Q-4) Bullet. * 2119 2120 
(Q-1) Bullet. $ 2119 2120 
(Q-2, Bullet. vw 2119 2120 
(0-3) Bullet. s 2119 2120 
Portion of investigative file. . 1722 - 

Portion cf investigative file. e 1722 - 

(K-1) .22 caliber automatic pistol. * 2120 2120 
Holster. . 2120 2120 
((Q-17) Blue maxi coat. e 2121 2121 
Purse and contents. » 2121 2121 
„22 caliber rifle shells. d 2121 2121 
.22 caliber rifle shells. 0 2122 2122 
Papers found in 1956 Buick. $ 1647 1647 
Letter, Wayne to Jovce. . 1698 1698 


INDEX - EXHIBITS. 


8 e e „%. gp e „„ „„ 


~ 
- 


u e nn „ BEES 


STATE'S EXHIBIT NO. 


Photograph 
Photograph 
Photograph 
Photograph 
Photograph 
Photograph 
Photograph 
Photegraph 
Photograph 
Photograph 
Photograph 
Dome light. 


(0-7 through Q-16) envelope 
containing ten .22 shells. 


(0-5) .22 caliber shell casing. 


bag conta 


ining 
Trial Fxhibit Nos. 
Q-25 - 23-33 (Q-17 - 0-49 stipulated 
part of Exhibit 47 on Face 2125) 


as 


(Continued) 


(Continued) 


numerous items. 
32-40, 


XXX 


Des Offered Admitted 


1657 
1657 
1657 
1657 
1657 
1655 
1654 
1654 
1654 
1654 
1661 


2122 


1736 
2122 


1736 
2122 


1736 
2122 


1736 
2122 


INDEX - EXHIBITS, 


9$ e e a e ^o » „„ „ 


BS RSRSgs ease sep E 


— c - - am am am Gm Gm mm mm 


NDESX (Continued) 
— — 


| STATE'S EXIGRIT NO. (Continued) 
tinued 


(Q-6) .22 caliber shell casing. 


Entire tape recorded conversation, 


Palmer-Creech, 


Excerpt of tape recording. 

Copy of notes cf Hodge. 

Blood sample. 

Blood sample. 

Dark brown shiny, solid material, 
Evidence envelope. 

Piece of cardboard. 

Evidence envelope, 

Notification of Rights & Waiver. 
Creech Voluntary Statement. 
November 8, 1974. 

Notification of Rights, Turner. 
Inventory of Detective Freeman. 
Copy of Miranda Warning. 


Copy of FBI report. 
Letter, Creech-Palmer, 6-9-75, 


Envelope, 


Marked offered 
1694 2124 
1712 

2855 

2970 
2956 2956 
1782 1782 
1834 1834 
1834 1834 
1899 1899 
1904 1903 
1900 1902 
1904 1903 
1945 2096 

2562 
1945 2103 

2562 
2002 2003 
2924 2024 
2114 2116 
2124 2124 
2197 2199 
2198 2199 


XXX1 INDEX - FXHIBITS, 


- 


v o a o Oo ^ e ee 


63. 


64. 


| 


ek 
10-18 
lo-19 
20 
021 
0-22 
0-23 
pum 
0-25 
0-26 
0-27 


0-28 


INDE X (Continue?) 


STATE' 


S EXHIBIT NO. (Continued) 
— MB. 2L9ntinued 


Edited tape. 


Tape recorder. 


— ——u — ———— 


Marked Offered Admitted 


2277 
2277 


Handwritten statement of Creech. 2601 


Photograph. 


2617 


Photocopy of letter, Creech- Plowman. 2620 


Poer, 


Letter, Creech-Hilby. 


Dr. Estess* report 


(Submitted by Court). 


E LABORATORY *Q* EXHIBITS; 


Maxi coat - Spaulding 


Trousers - Spaulding 


Seck - Spaulding 
"ock - Spaulding 
Blouse - Spaulding 
Pants - Spaulding 
Shoe - Spaulding 
Shoe =- Spaulding 
Trousers - Creech 
Shoe - Creech 

Shoe - Creech 


Shirt - Creech 


2643 
2645 


2895 


2277 
2277 
2601 
2618 
2621 
2644 
2645 


2278 
2278 
2602 
2618 
2621 
2644 
2645 | 


2895 i 


— Wi 
INDEX — FXHIBITS. 


XXXII 


1 2 2 2 EX (Continued) 
2 
i 
3 || FBI LABORATORY "Q* EXHIBITS: 
4 [06-25 Belt - Creech 
s yore Levi jacket - Creech 
6 | 0-31 Nylon jacket Creech 
* | Q-32 Sock 
9 56.33 Sech 
$ h 0-34 Trousers 
a | 0-38 shirt 
H | g-36 Shirt - Bradford 


laaf 
| 0-37 Trousers - Bradford 


13 j x 
O-37A Handkerchief - Praiforc 


————— E 


0-38 Undershorts - Bradford 


0-40 Sock - Bradford 


Q-43 Trousers - Arnold 


Q-44 Undershirt - Arnold 
-I  Undershorts - Arnold 
UU 


Q-46 Sock - Arnold 

0-47 Sock - Arnold 

| o-48 Shoe - Arnold 
v 

| 0-45 Shoe - Arnold 


i 
16 -% Sock - Bradford 
16 
H —d Belt - Bradford 
* oia Shirt - Arnold 
19 
20 
21 
22 
25 
E 
25 


—————— 


EXFI^ITS., 


` INDEX (continued) 


| per: NDANT'S EXHIBIT No. 


K. Portion of investigative file. 
| Bradford Rap Sheet. 1720 


Portion of investigative file, 
Arnold Rap Sheet. 172¢ 


Copy of Bradford postmortem exam 


record, 1218 
Copy of Arnold postrortem exam 
record. 1818 
€ Gre t eg "^ rt 4 1818 
Beals" report to Scott re 
specimen Arnold exam. 1835 
» Beals' report to Scott re 
specimen Bradford exan. 1835 
+ Officer Hill's report. 1963 
i 
| da Satanic pille. 2585 
má Or. Hurst's report. 2758 
ke. Dr. Heyrend's report. 2829 
L 
L. Edwin Stuart's polygraph report. 2847 
A. Entire tape recorded statement deemed 
Palmer-Creech. 2958 
. Oregon State Hospital records. 2924 


e — we 
7 1-0% l-E, Ef: 
ff's Exhibits numbered 1% 1-D — e 


That Plainti — M ^g 
Le 9g A 1-0 LÉI "P a 2-A, Be C. 147 15, 16 
H. 1-1, 1N, e hu 


K anie were markec for identification prior 
* and 
t the case in Valley County: Cascade, Idaho 


L matter 
ferred to Wallace, Idaho for the trial of the 
ansfer l 
tted into evidence; 
re not used or admi 8 T 


31 through 40 being 


That Exhibits 
Exhibits in Cascade We 


re marked as separate 
of Exhibit No. 47 in t| 
tted into evidence; 

ibits 20 and 21 were mar 

fendant's Exhibits A and 


re included as 


he Trial in Wallace, Idaho and 


ked at Cascade, Idaho 
That Exh 


and changed to De 


into evidence at wal 


a and admitted 


lace, Idaho 


1722 
2315 
28t4 


1722 
2315 


2854 


1821 


1825 


183€ 


1836 


1963 
1966 


2585 
2586 
2837 
2783 
2829 
2848 


2657 
2961 


2925 


EXHIBITS RECEIVED.....BUT NOT MARKED OR NOTED IN TRANSCRIPT 


*$tate's 1-K - 


Marked Offered Admitted 


— INDEX - Emesazec 


wel 


photos 
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/glasses 
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In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho 


STATE OF IDAHO, 


Plaintiff, Respondent 
and Cross-Appellant, 


v. 
THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 


Defendant, llant 
2 . 


NO. 12224 
REMITTITUR 


NU sf f — sf f f f Se w 


The Court, by per curiam opinion, on reargument on 
rehearing, announced the decision in this cause January 11, 1979, 
to the effect that the judgment of conviction of the District 
Court of the Firet Judicial District of the State of Idaho, 
Shoshone County, is affirmed; Sentence is set aside and the case 
is remanded for further proceedings consistent vith the opinion 


ran Voung. Cii of the Supseme Court af dd State of ibo. de hosty cortily dut the attached eben, 
pung is a true and correct copy of the opunon filed in the sbove entitled came February 2, 1979. 
and new of record in my office 

WITNESS My hand and the seal of this Cout ` February 2, 1979. 


LANCE D. CHURCHILL 
EIN Attorney General 
Appellate Division 


BEFORE THE ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE 
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 

vs. 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant-Appellant. 


— 2 — 2  — ww 


COMES NOW the plaintiff in the above-entitled action, 
by and through its attorney, Lance D. Churchill, and moves 
this court pursuant to Idaho Code, § 19-3807, I.c.R. 41.1, 
and I.C.A.R. 38(d), for an order releasing custody of the 
handgun and holster (Exhibits 22 and 23 respectively), used 
in evidence in the above-entitled case, to its lawful owner, 
William G. Schreiber. Such motion is based on the ground 
that there is no need for the State to retain custody of 
said gun and holster since the case has been prosecuted 
through appeal and no further matters pertaining to the 
above-entitled case remain to be decided where the handgun 
or holster would be necessary evidence. 

DATED this 30th day of October, 1960. 


z 


Deputy Attorney General 
State of Idaho 


BEFORE THE ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE 8y 
FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 


STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 

vs. 

THOMAS EUGENE CREECH, 
Defendant-Appellant. 


e e — —  —  — mem 


BE IT THEREFORE ORDERED that said handgun and holster 
(Exhibits 22 and 23), used in evidence in the above-entitled 
case be returned to their lawful owner, William G. Schreiber. 


DATED this Gë day of Alana ban-  . 1980. 


strative Judge 


,e 


STATE OF IDAHO 


M3 0€ OK Tattoo GEN RS 


Dap M LeRoy BOISE 83720 — 
— censam — 
October 30, 1980 M a 


The Honorable Robert Rowett 
Administrative Judge 


property used one &t the trial of Thomas Eugene 
Creech. If the motion in form would you please 
a ormed copy to this office 
that we proceed to have the county authorities returr 
the property Mr. Schreiber. 
Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 


Very truly yours, 


ke, . D Mel 
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